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ae day, the 15th, and Thursday, the 22ad instants, and that they 
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fewer than three solicitors—one London and two country 
members of the profession. With regard to Sir Gzorncze Henry 
Lewis, whom everybody knows by reputation, and whose dis- 
tinction has been received with general acclamation, a good deal 
is said elsewhere. Sir Samvet Gzorcre Jonnson, who has been 
for twenty-three years Town Clerk of Nottingham, is well- 
known among solicitors as one of the highest authorities on 
municipal law, and in Nottingham is universally respected, both 
for his official services to the town and for his genuine philan- 
thropy. He was admitted in 1854, and it has been stated was 
Town Clerk and Clerk of the Peace at Faversham, and Mayor 
of that borough, before he removed to Nottingham. He is 
Clerk of the Peace and Registrar of the Borough Court of 
Record at Nottingham. Sir Tuomas Wricur, if not so well 
known to the profession, has for many years been one of the 
leading public men of Leicester. We believe that he is a 
native of Northampton, where he served his articies. He was 
admitted in 1875, and has been a resident in Leicester for less 
than twenty years, but during that period has built up the firm 
of Wright, Williams, & Wright, has twice served the office of 
wayor, and has devoted himself with great energy to public 
matters—in particular the extension of the borough and the 
establishment of the Children’s Hospital. 





A MeMmoRANDUM prefixed to the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Bill contains the following statement :—‘‘The necessity for 
clause 4 arises out of the fact that doubts have recently been 
raised whether Orders in Council regulating the civil service 
apply to the legal departments.”” We must take leave to ex- 

ress a doubt whether the word “recently ” is strictly accurate, 
use it is no secret that the late Lord Chancellor, Lord 
Hatspury, in communications with the Treasury, expressed an 
opinion that such Orders in Council did not apply to the legal 
departments. Clause 4, to which reference was made last week 
(ante, p. 520), begins with the words, “The following matters 
with respect to officers of the Supreme Court shall be regulated 
by order to be made by the Lord Chancellor.” There is not in 
the Bill any definition of the expression “ officers of the Supreme 
Court,” and although it cannot be supposed that there is any 
intention to put it in the power of the Lord Chancellor to 
remove the judges, it is obvious that they are officers of the 
Supreme Court in the strictest sense of the term; and as they 
are not removable except under very special proceedings, and 
for very substantial reasons, it cannot be intended to deal with 
their rights. Unless we are misinformed, the judges are 
unanimously of opinion that there should be a clause defining 
ifically the officers to whom the Act is intended to relate, 
if, indeed, it should be deemed expedient to place in the hands 
of the Lord Chancellor for the time being such extensive 
powers as are in the Bill foreshadowed. 





Winnino-vr petitions of five or six of the Australian banks 
which have recently stopped payment came before Mr. Justice 
Vauenan Wituiams on Wednesday last. It will doubtless be 
in the minds of our readers that orders were made in the last sit- 
tings in similar cases that the liquidator in England should take 
no steps without the direction of the court. Similar orders were 
made on Wednesday, when Mr. Justice Vavenan Wutt1ams 
took the opportunity of explaining the nature of, and reasons 
for, these limited orders. His lordship said that the duty of 
the liquidator in this country was merely to realize and protect 
the assets, and to take no step without the sanction of the court, 
until it was known whether the liquidation in England was to 
be the principal liquidation, or merely auxiliary to a colonial 
winding up. In one of the cases it was stated by counsel, in 

ing for a limited order, that there was a scheme of recon- 
struction on foot. Mr. Justice Vavewan Wi111AMs said that the 
fact that there was a scheme of reconstruction on foot, about 
which he knew nothing, made no difference, and he should make 
an order limited to the protection of the assets in England, 
whether there was a scheme of reconstruction on foot or not. 
The only reason for making the restricted order was the colonial 
origin of the company, which made it doubtful whether it would 
not turn out that winding up here was only an auxiliary winding 





up. It appears from his lordship’s remarks that it will not be 
necessary for the official receiver, acting as liquidator, to make 
a motion or other formal application to the court for the pur- 
pose of taking any step in the liquidation. The court itself, 
if occasion required, would take the initiative. However, it does 
not seem likely that the liquidator here will be ordered to do 
anything beyond protecting the assets in the majority of the 
Australian liquidations. 





Ir 1s always unfortunate when learned judges find it neces- 
sary to consider their judgments for a protracted time after the 
cases have been argued. We have, on more than one occasion 
adverted to the long period of incubation which has preceded 
the delivery of some of the decisions of a learned judge of the 
Chancery Division. We regret to see that the practice appears 
to be spreading to the Queen’s Bench Division. On the last 
day of the Easter Sittings—May 19th—judgments were delivered 
by Mr. Justice Cave (the Lord Chief Justice contenting himself 
with giving his assent) in two important cases, in which the 
sell ses, Fs: been concluded on the 17th of January and the 
10th of February respectively. In anothercase, Zhe Warden and 
Governors of Highgate School v. Sewell, which was argued before 
the Lord Chief Justice and Hawxrns, J., on the 2nd of March, 
the decision of a question of practical importance, as to the mode 
in which a mortgagee by underlease may apply for a vesting 
order upon the bankruptcy of the lessee, has been left in 
suspense for what seems to be an unduly long period. Mere 
lapse of time is not likely to assist learned judges in forming 
their opinions, and it is important that no legitimate ground of 
complaint as to the slowness of our administration of justice 
should be given to suitors who are often too ready to ascribe to 
our judicial system delays for which they are themselves respon- 
sible. 





For some time past the legal world has been busy with 
rumours concerning impending changes in our county court 
system. It is known that the judges of the metropolitan county 
courts were, about a month ago, requested by the Lord Chan- 
cellor to consider whether, without detriment to the public ser- 
vice, any reduction could be made in the number of those courts. 
The vacancy created at Bow and Shoreditch County Court, by 
the removal of Judge Lumiry Smiru, Q.C., to Westminster, 
obviously afforded a good opportunity for a redistribution and 
rearrangement of the metropolitan circuits, should Lord Her- 
SCHELL see fit to take such a step. We believe that, though the 
metropolitan county court judges have not yet settled the terms 
of their report, they are not at all likely to recommend any 
serious changes in the constitution of the metropolitan courts, 
which, it is well known, annually dispose of a vast volume of 
litigation, including the bulk of the actions remitted from the 
High Court. It is, however, by no means improbable that, in 
accordance with the views expressed from time to time by 
various Lord Chancellors, the consolidation of some of the South 
London circuits may be suggested. For instance, the amalga- 
mation of Southwark and Lambeth County Courts might, per- 
haps, with advantage, be accomplished, but it is hardly neces- 
sary to point out that such a change, if carried out, would 
necessitate various other alterations in the county court system 
of a more or less important character. We understand that a 
possible reduction in the number of the provincial circuits is also 
in contemplation, and we venture to think that, in furtherance 
of this object, many of the smaller county courts might well be 
abolished. Obviously, however, it would be highly ae 
to attempt to alter the existing system without a careful con- 
sideration of its complicated details and ramifications and of the 
consequences that may result from any changes that may be 
adopted. Hasty and ill-considered reforms are often repented 
of at leisure, and, assuredly, any unnecessary interference with 
the working of our present county court system is strongly to be 
deprecated in the interest of that large and ever-increasing body 
of suitors by whom the county courts are frequented, and who 
have hitherto obtained there the speedy and impartial adjudica- 
tion of their cases at a comparatively small cost. 





THE tNsTRUCTION with regard to the use of the Scotch form of 
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oath in ~—- which has been so long promised by the Home 
Secretary, has been issued at last, and will be found in another 
column. The instruction takes the form of @ circular letter 
addressed to justices’ clerks and coroners, and it has the merit 
of saying precisely what was wanted without waste of words. 
On a former occasion (ante, p. 245) we dealt with this question 
of the Scotch oath in England at some length, propoundin 
certain questions embodying the doubts of those who objected 
or refused to administer the Scotch oath when called upon to do 
so, and of those who questioned the applicability of that form 
of oath to documentary evidence. We are glad to see that the 
Home Secretary has given direct answers to the questions which 
we then raised, and, further, that in so doing he has given 
official corroboration in every particular to the statement of the 
law of the subject which we gave on that occasion. It is not 
necessary to go over the ground again. Section 5 of the Oaths 
Act applies to all oaths whatsoever. We have now in England 
two ordinary forms of oath, and any person sworn for any pur- 
pose has the right of free choice, without question, between the 
two. One of these is swearing on the Bible in English form, 
and the other is swearing with uplifted hand, without any book, 
in Scotch form. Every person on whom the duty devolves of 
swearing any other person is bound to use the Scotch form 
whenever he is asked to do so. This rule applies to the Clerk 
of the Council in administering the promissory oaths to her 
Majesty’s Ministers and those who administer oaths of allegiance 
of all kinds, and all oaths of office, and also to judges, regis- 
trars, masters, judges’ clerks, coroners, justices and their 
clerks, magistrates and magistrates’ clerks, arbitrators, ex- 
aminers, grand jurors, commissioners for oaths, and all other 
persons authorized to administer oaths, either temporarily or 
permanently, who are called upon to swear witnesses for 
judicial or official purposes. We may hope that the knowledge 
of this general right to be sworn in Scotch form has at last 
reached all persons who are charged with the duty of admin- 
istering oaths. But we are not sanguine on the point even yet. 
The Home Office circular is addressed only to coroners and 
justices’ clerks. We shall hardly be surprised if some others, 
charged with the like duty, consider that they have been omitted 
because the Act does not apply to them. Only the other day 
we were informed of an instance where the chairman of a grand 
jury refused to administer the Scotch oath. We would suggest 
that the Lord Chancellor should issue a general instruction on 
the subject designed to leave no loophole of escape for any 
person called upon to administer an oak in this country. 





WE HAVE received some communications of late with reference 
to a practice which appears to have sprung up of canvassing for 
votes at the election of members of the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. Complaints are made of annoyance and 
embarrassment caused by personal applications, and there appears 
to be a strong desire in many quarters that candidates should 
revert to the good old practice under which members were left 
to ascertain for themselves the merits of the rivals. Of course it 
must be admitted that there will always in a contested election 
be a certain amount of canvassing; a candidate’s personal 
friends naturally interest themselves in his election; they go to 
their own acquaintances and try to persuade them to vote. But 
this is a very different thing from promiscuous solicitation of 
votes, personal calls on strangers, and circulars distributed 
broadcast. We venture to submit for the consideration of future 
candidates the question whether the course referred to is a 
prudent one in their own interest—whether it is not likely to 
alienate more votes than it will attract. We do not at all agree 
with a correspondent (who we really think must be the comic 
man of the Daily News) who solemnly maintains that the time 
has come for a ‘‘common form” testimonial letter, and favours | 
us with the following precedent for general use, which he con- 
siders will be found ‘“‘ very convincing” and (if we may quote 
his strange phraseology) ‘‘ sure to fetch ’em ” :— | 

‘‘Dear Sir,—Our friend Mr. X. is a candidate for the vacancy on 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, and we earnestly 
solicit your vote and interest on his behalf. His qualifications are of 
the most remarkable and convincing kind, and the society cannot fail 
to gain immeasurably by his accession to the ranks of the council. 





We have known him from his boyhood as sober, cleanly, honest, and 
industrious, and the vigorous manner in which he is now prosecuting 
a personally-conducted canvass is itself a striking proof of his 

and tact, and of the quantity of spare time which he would be able to 
detach from professional work and devote to the interests of the 
profession if elected. It is true that these are novel tactics by which 
to gain the object in view, but we live in stirring times, and the day 
has gone by for leaving the members to vote according .to their 
individual tastes and opinions. They must be looked” up, and 
circularized, and persuaded, and called upon to vote for the right 
man, and that man is X., and none other. We beg you therefore 
to vote early, to vote straight, and above all to vote for X., whom 
we guarantee to be the right man in the right place, and a crown of 
glory to our profession.” 





We THINK we are now at last in a position finally to indicate the 
doyen of the country solicitors; our provisional assignment last 
week of Mr. Wavett, of Halifax, for that position having 
elicited numerous communications. We do not st wate that any 
country solicitor in actual practice can be found to surpass Mr. 
Georce Cooke (of the firm of Isaac Cooke, Sons, & Dunn), of 
Bristol, who was admitted in Hilary, 1826; or that anyone in 
the Law List of the present year can compete for the second 
“srs with Mr. Ricuarp Toxer, the clerk of the peace for the 

orough of Leicester, who was admitted in Hilary, 1827, and, 
as an esteemed correspondent informs us, is in excellent health. 
Another correspondent has kindly sent us a list (which we print 
elsewhere) of eight country solicitors whose dates of admission 
are prior to Easter, 1830; but only four of them are to be found 
in the new Law List. Be it observed that our London doyen, 
Mr. Cuantes Biscuorr (Hilary, 1824), still remains at the head 
of the whole list. With regard to deceased veterans, we have a 
remarkable instance in the late Mr. James Goren, of South 
Molton-street, London, who was admitted in 1817, and who, we 
believe, practised at any rate up to 1884-5. With regard to 
him a correspondent says: ‘ Although he did not quite complete 
his seventy years of practice, and must therefore give place to 
the late Mr. Dawes and to Mr. Biscnorr, I am inclined to think 
he must have been, at the time of his death, the ‘father’ of the 
profession. He was, moreover, a very remarkable man, being, 
when over the age of ninety years, as fiery and vigorous, and as 
ready for ‘fighting’ litigation, as any young practitioner with 
whom I have come in contact in my experience, which may be 
said to extend over a period of nearly sixty years.” 





Wirn REGARD to our remarks last week on the attendances 
of members of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society we 
should, in fairness, point out that Mr. Rawiz, Mr. Fiapears, 
and Mr. Munron only practically came into office after the Long 
Vacation. 





SURRENDER OF LEASE BY OPERATION OF LAW. 


Ir the person in possession of property, whether real or per- 
sonal, parts with that possession, he necessarily, according to the 
rules of common law, parts with the whole or part of the owner- 
ship. If he was in possession of land and made a feoffment he 
necessarily created an estate of freehold in the feoffee; if the 
person in possession of goods delivered them to another he con- 
ferred either the general or a special property in them. 

The converse proposition—viz., that the ownership cannot be 
changed without a change of possession—is not universally true. 
It applies to the creation or transfer of an immediate estate of 
freehold. The only manner in which such an estate could be 
created at common law was by feoffment, fine, or recovery. A 
feoffment was made by delivery of possession, which is disguised 
to modern ears under the phrase “livery of seisin.” The last 
step in a recovery was livery made, or at least stated on the 
record to be made, by the sheriff. Where a fine was levied it 
generally happened that the — — person who was to 
have the land} acquired seisin aliunde, but if this was not the 


case he was entitled to a writ under which the sheriff had to 
deliver seisin to him, It applies to the creation of terms. But 
it did not apply to the transfer of a futuro estate in freeholds; 
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this could be transferred by a deed followed by the attornment 
of the person in possession. 

There is a further exception to the latter rule, as the property 
in goods may pass by ‘bargain and sale.’ It must, however, 
be remembered that, though the bargain and sale passes the pro- 
perty in the goods, the purchaser has, before delivery, merely a 
“bare right without any occupation or possession,” which is 
Blackstone’s definition of a chose in action, and that if delivery 
should be refused the purchaser cannot recover the goods them- 
selves, he can only obtain damages for breach of contract. 

The reader who has thoroughly grasped the meaning of the 
rules above stated may, perhaps, inquire how consistently with 
them a term of years could have been assigned or surrendered 
by parol before the Statute of Frauds, or how it can now be 
assigned by deed. The subject is one of extreme difficulty ; 
we can do little more than guess at the answer. Originally a 
lease was a mere contract; it conferred no estate in the land, 
and, being a contract, there were no means of assigning it. When 
it was once settled that a lease conferred an estate in land, an 
estate which was of the nature of personalty, there could have 
been but little difficulty in holding that an assignment for value 
passed the property in the term exactly in the same manner 
that it would have passed the property in goods—i.¢., so as to 
confer the ‘‘ bare right without occupation or possession ”’ ; there 
was, however, the difference that the term so far savoured of 
realty that if the purchaser did not acquire possession, he could, 
owing to his right to possess, recover the land itself, instead of 
damages, by an action. 

The Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3) provides that no leases 
are to be assigned or surrendered ‘‘ unless it be by deed or note 
in writing signed by the party assigning or surrendering the 
same, or by act and operation of law.” 

We propose in this article to consider the meaning of ‘‘a 
surrender by act or operation of law.” The phrase is applied 
to cases where the lessee is party to some act the validity of 
which he is by law afterwards estopped from denying, and 
which would not be valid if his term was in existence at the 
time when the act was performed. The law treats the doing of 
that act as amounting to a surrender. It will be observed that 
there is no question of intention. The law says that if a certain 
act is oe it amounts to a surrender, quite independently 
of, and even contrary to, the intention of the parties (as in Lyon 
Reed, 13 M. & W. 285). It will be noticed that this differs 
from an express surrender, which, though it immediately vests 
the estate in the surrenderee, may be made void by his dissent : 
Thompson v. Leach (3 Lev. 284, 2 Salk. 618). The question, 
therefore, that we have to consider is, what acts performed by a 
lessee amount to a surrender of his lease? We do not intend to 
discuss cases of very rare occurrence, which will be found 
collected in Rolle Abr. Surrender; we shall confine ourselves to 
cases that occur constantly in practice. 

Suppose that A. grants a lease for years to B., and that 
subsequently he grants a lease for years, to commence during 
B.’s term, to C. This lease, sometimes called a lease of the 
reversion or a concurrent lease, confers on C., as from the time 
when his term begins, the right to receive the rent reserved by 
B.’s lease; until he has received some rent he has a mere 
interesse termini, but when he has received rent he is in posses 
sion of his term. The reason why A. can grant the lease to B. 
is that it is carved out of his reversion. Now, suppose that A. 
a to grant a lease to B. to commence-during B.’s term. 

e has no power to do this; he cannot grant a lease in 
possession during B.’s term. But suppose that B. accepts the 
new lease. Bearing in mind that he is not allowed to dispute 
the title of his lessor, and that if he were to allege that his 
original lease was in force at the time when the term created 
by the second lease began he would be disputing the title, as 
he would be alleging that the lessor could not grant the second 
lease, it is held that the act of accepting the new lease operates 
asa surrender by operation of law of the original lease. This 
is discussed at some length in the judgment in Lyon v. Reed (13 
M. & W., at p. 305, ef seq.). 

The above reasoning does not apply to the case where the 
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term created by the new lease is not to commence till after the 
expiration of the term granted by the original lease; in this 
case the second lease may lawfully be granted notwithstanding ' 








the existence of the original lease, the question of estoppel 
does not arise, and the original lease is not surrendered. 

Again, suppose that the new lease is void, so that the lessee 
does not get what he bargained for, no surrender by operation 
of law arises (Roe v. Archbishop of York, 6 East, 86); if it be 
voidable, a condition is implied making void the surrender 
arising from the acceptance of the new lease in case that lease 
becomes void (Doe d. Egremont v. Courtenay, 11 Q. B., at p. 712; 
Wilson v. Sewell, 4 Burr., at p. 1980; Davison d. Bromley v. 
Stanley, 4 Burr., at p. 2213). 


It will be observed that, in the case where the acceptance of — 


a new lease by a tenant operates as a surrender of his existing 
lease, the common law oe that we mentioned at the beginning 
of the article is not infringed: no change of possession takes 
place, because the person who takes the new lease is already in 
possession. 

It might be thought that, where the landlord grants a lease 
to a stranger, to take effect immediately, with the consent of the 
lessee, that this would operate as a surrender of the lease. But 
it must be remembered that in this case no property can pass 
to the new lessee till entry by him, owing to the rule of common 
law above laid down. Accordingly, the rule is, that, in a case 
of this nature, if the existing tenant gives possession to, or 
allows it to be taken by, the new lessee, at or about the time of 
granting the new lease, the transaction operates as a surrender 
at law by him of his lease; but, if he does not part with the 
possession, this is not the case, because no property passes: see 
Lyon v. Reed (13 M. & W. 285), Davison v. Gent (1 H. & N. 744), 
and Wallis v. Hands (41 W. R. 471; 1893, 2 Ch. 75). 


A question of some nicety occurs where a tenant of a house ~ 


goes away, vacates the house, and sends the keys to the land- 
lord or his agent. It might be thought that this transaction 
operated as a change of possession, and therefore as a surrender 
of the lease by operation of law. But those who hold this 
view forget that it is impossible to change the possession of a 
thing without the concurrence of both persons, the person by 
whom the possession is given up and the person to whom the 
possession is given, and that the latter cannot be forced te accept 
possession contrary to his wish. It must be remembered that 
in a case of this nature it may be impossible, or to say the 
least difficult, for the landlord to restore the key to the tenant, 
as, even if the landlord can find him, it is not possible to force 
him to take the key back. It follows that the mere keeping of 
the key by the landlord does not amount 'to acceptance of posses- 
sion of the house. We may even go farther, and lay down 
that, having regard to the nature of house property, and 
the injury that may occur to @ house which is allowed to stand 
empty, a mere attempt on the part of the landlord to let it is not, 
but an actual letting with entry on the part of the new lessee 
is, an act of taking possession by the landlord (Phene v. Popple- 
well, 12 C. B, N. 8. 334; Oastler v. Henderson, 2 Q. B. D. 575), 
and therefore amounts to a surrender by operation of law by the 
original lessee. 


THE NEW LEGAL KNIGHT. 


THE honour just conferred on the member of the profession who is 
the most widely known to the public at large suggests a notice of @ 
career which is probably unique. 

Sir GrorceE Henry Lewis, of 10 and 11, Ely-place, Holborn, 
was born on the 2ist of April, 1833, at No. 10, Ely-place, where 
his father, Mr. JAmMEs GRAmAM Lewis, lived and carried on business 
as a solicitor. In those days it was not unusual for solicitors to live 
over their offices, and in many cases the office was made to do 
double work—as an office by day and a dining room by night, or 
rather in the afternoon, as people in those primitive times dined about 
half-past four in the afternoon. 

Sir GEORGE was educated at a private school at Edmonton and at 
University College, London, and amongst those who were with him 
at the latter institution were Mr. GzorGe Du Maurier, the well- 
known artist of Punch, and Mr. Tom Hoop the younger. At the 
age of seventeen Sir GzorGE entered his father’s office as an articled 
clerk, and after serving his time and passing his final examination— 
which was the only examination one had then to pass, and not nearly 
so difficult as it is now—he was admitted in Hilary Term, 1856, and 
was at once taken into partnership, and is now the sole representative 


of the firm of Lewis & Lewis, which at first consisted of his father 


and his uncle, Mr. GzorGE CoLEMAN HAMILTON LEWIS. 


June 10, 1893. q 
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The first important case in which he was engaged was in 1866, 
when the prosecution of the owner, captain, insurance broker, and 
clerk to the insurance broker for scuttling, or being accessory to 
scuttling, the ship Severn was placed in his hands by Lloyd’s Salv 
Association, in which he succeeded in obtaining a conviction, Mr. 
Justice BLACKBURN sentencing the accused to various heavy terms of 
imprisonment. In 1868 he was intrusted with the prosecution of the 
directors of Overend and Gurney’s Bank. The ability displayed by 
bim in this case at once placed him in the front rank of criminal 
practitioners, and, notwithstanding that he had arrayed against him 
such men as BALLANTYNE and SLEIGH, he succeeded in obtaining a 
committal. His fame in connection with this case spread so rapidly 
that other great mercantile prosecutions were placed in his hands, 
such as the prosecution of the directors of Barned’s Bank, Live: 1, 
and the prosecution of the directors of the English Joint-Stock 
Bank. He was also engaged in the cases of the Unity Joint-Stock 
Bank, the Merchants’ Company, the Monarch Insurance Co., the 
Ottoman and Smyrna Railway Co., and the scuttling of The Italia. 
The Italia ostensibly carried a valuable cargo of tobacco, and was 
heavily insured, but she was scuttled in the passage from Carthagena, 
the crew ultimately making their way to Jamaica, where, on Mr. 
LEWISs’s advice, they were kept until the owner sent out another ship 
under the same captain, which was again heavily insured and again 
scuttled in due course. The captain, on his arrival at Liverpool, was 
arrested, and, on the evidence of some of the crew of Zhe Jtalia, he 
was convicted. 

Other cases in which Sir GEORGE was engaged, and which created 
widespread interest, were the prosecution of the notorious Madame 
RACHEL, the preserver and restorer of female beauty, also the prose- 
cution of Dr. Stapz, the spiritualistic medium, and of Mrs. 
RAMSDEN, the ‘“‘ Egyptian Mystery.” In the latter case Sir GEORGE 
succeeded in obtaining the conviction of Mrs. RAMSDEN and her 
accomplices. He acted for the family of the deceased in the second 
inquest in the well-known Bravo case, when the then Attorney- 
General, the late Sir Joun Houker, and Mr. Gorst appeared for the 
Crown, Sir Henry JAmezs for Mrs. Bravo, Serjeant PArry for Dr. 
GuLLy, and Mr. J. P. Murpny for Mrs. Cox, when a verdict was 
found of ‘‘ wilful murder against some person or persons unknown.” 
He was engaged in the Lawes and Belt case, which lasted forty-four 
days; in the Lady CoLin CAMPBELL divorce case; in the Craw- 
FORD and DILKE divorce case; in the prosecutién against Mr. 
BRADLAUGH in connection with the ‘‘ Fruits of Philosophy”; in 
the litigation which arose ont of his refusal to take the oath in Parlia- 
ment, and in his subsequent litigation with the late Mr. NEWDIGATE, 
M.P. He was also engaged in the libel action which the jockey 
CHARLEY Woop brought against Lord DurHAmM. He acted for the 
Duke of WESTMINSTER in the investigation as to the poisoning of 
the race-horse Orme. He acted for Mr. ARTHUR WILSON in the 
celebrated baccarat case, and he represented some of the Irish 
members in the Parnell Commission, which lasted for fifteen months. 
He has acted for Mr. LABOUCHERE in all his libel actions for twenty 
years, and he was formerly solicitor to the Daily Telegraph, and onl 
resigned when he was called to give evidence on behalf of Mr. 
LABOUCHERE in his dispute with Mr. LEvy Lawson, which came so 
prominently before the public some years ago. He also acts as 
solicitor for many daily and weekly papers, as well as for many of the 
theatres and a large number of our prominent actors ‘and actresses. 

Sir GEORGE is naturally and justly proud of the confidence reposed 
in him by all classes of society. He has, as we all know, the reputa- 
tion of adviser-general in the class of cases in which sound advice 
based upon the experience of a busy life and a large knowledge of 
men and things is necessary. In all his career none of the secrets 
of the office—and they must be legion—have leaked out. These 
secrets are nearly all confined to his own bosom; and on account of 
his business being so largely of a confidential nature he has not for 
the past twenty years kept a diary, so that all his secrets, or rather 
those of his clients, will die with him. 

He has strong views on some subjects of professional interest. 
He is very much in favour of a court of criminal appeal. He 
thinks it monstrous that in a dispute about some trivial matter 
you can appeal up to the House of Lords, but in criminal cases, 
where it is a matter of life and death to the accused ty, there is 
now no power of appealing, even with the consent of pag eng He 
thinks the day is not far distant when we shall get it in some, shape 
or another. He does not see any objection to hedging it round as 
much as possible, and making the consent of the judge a condition 
precedent to an appeal, or a certificate of two barristers engaged in, 
or who have cognizance of, the case. Following upon this, he 
considers that it would further the ends of justice if an accused 
person, and the wife or husband of such person, as the case may be, 
were in all cases allowed to give evidence. He cannot see what 
reason there can be for shutting the mouth of the man who knows 
most about the case, and whose version of the story may throw 
such light upon the matter as may explain many things which in the 


the absence of which may lead to the conviction of an innocent 
rson. His view on this subject, which does not accord with that 
which we have maintained, is no doubt of the greatest importance. 

Turning to matters immediately connected with the profession, 
Sir GrorGE thinks the present examinations for solicitors too theo- 
retical and too stiff, and objectionable as tending to drive men 
from the ordinary work of the office to books and ‘‘ coaches,” which 
he does not think advisable. What a man learns out of text-books 
or from a ‘‘ coach” while he is an articled clerk will, in Sir GrOrGE’s 
opinion, be of very little use to him in ya rg whereas if he 
attends to the business of the office he will lay a foundation of 

ractical experience which will be of infinite service to him in after 
ife. We may add, by the way, that, as we all know, many students 
for the bar spend some time in solicitors’ offices, and possibly Sir 
GroRGE has a greater number of these irants than anv other 
member of the profession. We believe that a son of Mr. ‘Henry 
IRVING is at present in his office. 

Sir GzorGs is, naturally enough, rather in favour of the fusion of 
the two branches of the profession, though he admits that it will 
always resolve ilself into the same thing—in a firm one man will be 
the advocate and another the man of business. This is how it 
works in America and the other countries where the professions are 
amalgamated. He thinks that fusion is bound to come, though he 
does not expect to live to see it. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Tue LIABILITY OF EMPLoyERS.—The House of Commons Standing 
Committee on Law have adopted clause 2 of the po Liability 
Bill, which provides that workmen shall not be able effectually to 
contract themselves out of the benefits of the measure. An amend- 
ment was proposed by Mr. M‘LaREN with the object of making an 
exception in the case of workmen who are members of industrial 
insurance societies, provision being made to secure adequate con- 
tribution to the insurance fund from employers, and a secret ballot 
of the workmen from time to time as to their satisfaction with the 
particular arrangement affecting them. But the Government, while 
admitting the difficulty of the question, adhered to the entire 
prohibition of contracts excluding the Bill, Mr. Asquirn pointing 
out that the system of secret ballot would not effectually secure the 
men where the number employed was small. Moreover, he doubted 
whether the Bill would necessarily interfere with the large railway 
insurance funds, especially having regard to the provision of clause 3. 
In the result the amendment was lost by 29 to 7, and the clause was 
added to the Bill. Clause 3 provides that ‘ where an employer has 
contributed to a fund providing any benefit for a workman or his 
representatives in case of injury or death, then, in the event of 
the workman or his tatives electing to sue the employer 
for com tion ins' of claiming against the fund, the em- 


Y| ployer shall be entitled, in the place of the workman or his 


representatives, to any money | oa gey out of the fund.” Mr. 
HALDANE moved to leave out from “death” to the end of the 
clause, and to insert ‘the court, or, where there is a jury, the 
jury, in assessing the amount of ———— payable to a work- 
man or his representative in case of inj or death, may take 
into account the amount of money payable to the workman or 
his representative out of such fund.” Mr. Asquitm said that the 
question was one of some difficulty, not so much as to the principle 
involved as with reference to the precise form in which that principle 
should be embodied in the Bill. He argued that the sum for which 
the employer ought to receive credit out of the fund must be the 
sum that could fairly be attributed to the employer’s contribution to 
the fund. It would be obviously unfair to appropriate to the credit 
of the employer the contingent sum which the workman himself had 
bought by the payment of premiums year after year. After con- 
sidering the various forms of words put upon the paper and sugges- 
tions from other quarters, he had come to the conclusion that the 
following was the form of words :—‘‘The court, or where there 
is a jury, the jury, in assessing the amount of compensation pay- 
able to a workman or his representative in case of injury or 
death, shall treat as a payment on account of the employer's 
liability so much of any money paid or payable to the work- 
man or his representative out of the fund, as in the opinion of 
the court or jury is attributable to the employer's contribution. 
In the course of ‘the discussion Mr. Asquirm said the word “ pay- 
able” was perhaps open to some objection, and therefore he woul 
substitute for the words “paid or payable” the words “that has 
been or will be paid.” It having been stated that the labour members 
were opposed to the volun e associations, Mr, FENWICK, 
on behalf of himself and his fri said that this was not correct. 
They did not wish to destroy these associations, and 
believe the Bill would do it. Their ex 





absence of such explanation may tell considerably against him, and 





perience 
generous contributions to such funds were made by the employers 
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the tendency was to prevent the workmen from going to law. He 
and those with whom he acted proposed in the first instance to vote 
for the Home Secretary’s amendment, and then for the omission of 
the clause. The Home Secretary’s amendment was then agreed to, 
and, upon a division on the question that clause 3 stand part of the 
Bill, the clause was adopted by a majority of nineteen to fifteen. 
Clause 4, which provides for the deduction from the amount of com- 
pensation awarded to a workman of any fine payable to him under 
any Act of Parliament in respect of the same cause of action, was 
negatived without a division. Clause 5 provides that actions by 
workmen against their employers to recover damages for injury 
caused by negligence may be brought in a county court, but that, if 
the amount claimed exceeds £100, the action may, on the application 
of the defendant, be removed into the High Court. Mr. Woops 
moved to alter the limit from £100 to £500. Mr. AsquiTH suggested 
that a reasonable compromise would be £300. He thought that 
would cover the great bulk of cases. This was agreed to, and the 
clause was altered accordingly. Mr. Woops also moved an amend- 
ment with a view to enabling either party to make an application for 
transfer, and after some discussion the amendment was accepted by 
Mr. AsquiTn, and clause 5 was agreed to. 

StarvTe Law Reviston.—The Statute Law Revision (No. 1) Bill 
has been read a third time in the House of Commons, and passed. 

BItts WiTHDRAWN.—The Firms Registration Bill, the Public 
Accountants Bill, and the Public Accountants (No. 2) Bill have been 
withdrawn. 





REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 

Pratt’s Law of Highways, Main Roads, and Bridges. In Two 
Parts. 1. Law of Highways independent of Statute. 2. Statutes 
relating to Highways, Main Roads, and Bridges. Thirteenth 
Edition. By Wiii1amM W. Mackenziz, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, and 


JAMEL WEIR, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Shaw & Sons. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE GUILDHALL LIST. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Referring to your paragraph under the head of “ Current 
Topics” as to the smallness of the Guildhall List, perhaps you are not 
aware that the list as at present made out does not afford any true 
indication of whether or not commercial litigation is tending to 
localize itself in the city, because the master who settles the cause 
list, under the discretion given to him by the Rule of the Supreme 
Court, December 1891, does not allow any case to go into the London 
list unless the parties, or one of them, either carry on business or 
reside within the City, and even where London has been named by 
the parties as the me of trial in the indorsement on the writ or in 
the statement of claim, whether the parties like it or not, is removed 
from the London list and put into the Middlesex list. Of course 
there are a number of actions essentially commercial which it is 
desirable to have tried by a London special jury and which are thus 
kept out of the Guildhall list, and the number of cases in the list is 
no test as to the effect the Guildhall sittings have had upon 
commercial litigation. It appears to me that the rule of December 
1891 was not intended to enable the muster to take away from the 
plaintiff the right of naming his place of trial, which at present very 
often causes annoyance to the parties because they would wish to 
have their action tried by a London special jury instead of a Middle- 


sex special jury. E. 8. SPYER. 
53, New Broad-street, London, June 6th. 





THE OLDEST COUNTRY SOLICITOR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I send a list of country solicitors to whom Mr. Wavell will 
have to give precedence on the point in question. 

June 7. OnE oF THE YounGEsT Souicirors, 

(The following is the list furnished by our correspondent. The 
names in italics are not in this year’s Law List: 


1. George Cooke Hilary, 1826 ... Bristol 

2. J. Bayley ... Hilary, 1826 ... Plymouth 
3. J. Carlyon ... 1627 ... Truro 

4. E. Tyson .. Trinity, 1828.., Maryport 
5. E. R. Spence Michaelmas, 1828 Hertford 
6. J. Welsh Hilary, 1829 .. Somerton 
7. W. Duke ... Trinity, 1829... ... Chichester 
8. C. T. Clark... Hilary, 1830 ... «+ Lancaster]. 














NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS. 


The following letter has been sent to all clerks to justices of the ~ 


peace and coroners :— 
‘* Home Office, Whitehall, May 31, 1893, 
“ Oaths Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 46). 

“ Sir,—The attention of the Secretary of State having been called 
to various cases in which difficulty has arisen in complying with the 
provisions of section 5 of the Oaths Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 46), 
he has thought that it will be convenient to issue a circular for 
the information of justices of the peace, coroners, and others con- 
cerned in the administration of an oath. 

‘* Section 5 of the Act provides that ‘if any person to whom an 
oath is administered desires to swear with uplifted hand in the form 
and manner in which an oath is usually administered in Scotland he 
shall be permitted so to do, and the oath shall be administered to him 
in such form and manner without further question.’ It will be noted 
that it is obligatory to observe the form and manner in which an 
oath is usually administered in Scotland. The person swearing will 
therefore swear standing and holding up his right hand, and the oath 
will be in these terms: ‘I swear by Almighty God as I shall answer 
to God at the great day of judgment that,’ &c. 

‘‘The Secretary of State is advised that the section does not by 
reference to Scotch practice prescribe for the rest of the United 
Kingdom either who is to administer the oath or what is the formula 
of words to be used by the person swearing to describe that which he 
swears to. 

‘‘The section applies to all oaths whatsoever. The initiative rests 
with the person desiring to be sworn in the mode authorized by the 
section. When he has expressed his wish to be so sworn no question 
as to his religious belief is to be asked, nor is he to be required to 
hold or kiss a Bible while being sworn.—I am, &c., 

‘‘GoDFREY TiUSHINGTON.” 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Lunacy. 
Re GREGSON—C. A. No. 2, 5th June. 


Practicg-—AprroIntMENtT OF New Trustees—Stock—Form or VeEsTING 


Orper—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vicr. c. 5), s. 136, suB-sEcTrions 2, 5, © 


AND 6, 

This was a motion tothe Lords Justices in Lunacy for an order direct- 
ing the Governor and Company of the Bank of England to act upon and in 
accordance with the order made in this matter and dated the 15th of May, 
1893. Prior to the date of the said order J. Sharp and W. M. Gregson 


were the trustees of a certain indenture of settlement dated the 9th of ~ 
August, 1848, and were as such trustees jointly entitled to a sum of © 


£2,135 4s. 7d. Consols standing in their names, that being the fund then 
subject to the settlement upon a trust within the meaning of the Lunacy 
Act, 1890. William May and Mary Garbett were beneficially interested in 
the said fund. W. M. Gregson was a person of unsound mind not so 
found by inquisition, and upon the petition of the beneficiaries and of 
J. H. Sharp and H. J. G. Garbett Kay, L.J., made the order in chambers 
on the 15th of May, 1893, appointing H. J. G. Garbett trustee of the 
settlement of the 9th of August, 1848, in substitution for the said 8. M. 
Gregson, and he ordered that the right to call for the transfer of the said 
sum of £2,135 4s. 7d. 2} per cent. Consols standing in the names of J. H. 
Sharp and S. M. Gregson, and to receive any dividends due and to accrue 
due thereon, should vest in the said J. H. Sharp and H. J. G. Garbett as 
trustees of the settlement. This order was in the form adopted by the 
Lords Justices in the case of Re New Zealand Trust and Loan Co. (41 W. BR. 
457; 1893, 1 Oh. 403). The order was lodged with the officials of the 
Bank of 
by the insertion of the wo: 
their own names to be held by them upon the trusts of,’’ &c., and they 
further stated that they could not accept the order made in Re New Zealand 
Trust and Loan Co. as being a general 
that 
give tions in the matter. It appeared that it was the intention of the 
trustees to distribute the fund among the beneficiaries entitled thereto 
forthwith, and not to hold it upon the trusts of the settlement. 
the applicants it was contended that under these circumstances there was 
no necessity for the insertion of the words required by the Bank of E 

land to be inserted, and that the order was in form; while on behalf of 

bank it was submitted that the case of Re New Zealand Trust and Loan Co, 
adopted the form in Tripp Ait 222-3) rather than that in Seton on Decrees 
(5th ed., vol. 2, pp. 1033 and 1040) (which latter form had been acted upon 
by the bank for many years), and disregarded the express provisions of 


the Lunacy Act, 1890, s. 136, sub-sections 2, 5, and 6, and reference wat — 


made to the comments of Kekewich, J., on that case in Re Joliffe's Trusts 
(W. N., 1883, p. 84). 


Tue Covat (Liver, Lorgs, and A. L. Surru, L.JJ.), having conferred 4 
with Kay, L.J., held that the order made in Re New Zealand Trust and Loan 


——. “7 


England, but they declined to act upon it unless it was amended — 
, “and that they do transfer the same into ~ 


precedent, but only as applying to — 
icular case. The petitioners thereupon applied to the court to © 
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Co. was not intended to be of general application, but only to suit the cir- 
cumstances of that particular case. The order would be altered by adding 
a direction that the trustees should transfer the Consols into their own 
names, but it must be understood that if in any case a judge 
should think it right to make any special order it would be perheety com- 
petent for him to do so. Therefore in similar cases the old form would be 
adhered to unless the judge should think fit to depart from it.—Counsg, 
Farwell, Q.C., and Hornell; Latham, Q.C., and Howard Wright. Souact- 
sors, William Sturt ; Freshfields § Williams. 
[Reported by W. A. G. Woops, Barriater-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


PATTLE ». ANSTRUTHER—No. 1, 7th June. 


Fravns, Statutes or—InrTgerest in Lanp—Mezmoranpum in Waitinc— 
Description or Partres—Sratutse or Fravps (29 Oar. 2, c. 3), s. 4. 


In 1891 the defendant was desirous of ponies £1,000 upon mortgage 
of certain lands, and on November 6, 1891, the defendant’s solicitor wrote 
to her a letter in which he stated: ‘‘I called upon the solicitors of the 

roposing lender, and have arranged the pro loan as follows,’’ &c. 

e mortgage deed was not executed, and the plaintiff brought this 
action to recover damages for breach of contract to complete the mortgage 
tohim. The defendant, besides setting up as a defence that no final con- 
tract had been entered into, pleaded, in the alternative, that there was no 
memorandum in writing sufficient to satisfy section 4 of the Statute of 
Frauds. The action was tried before A. L. Smith, L.J., without a jury, 
when the learned judge gave judgment for the plaintiff. The defendant 
appealed, and contended that there was no sufficient description of the 
plaintiff in the letter of November 6 so as to satisfy the Statute of 
Frauds. (This point was not argued at the trial). 

Tue Court (Lord Esner, M.R., and Bowen and Kay, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Lord Esner, M.R., said that the question was settled by authority that 
this was not a sufficient description of the party within the Statute of 
Frauds. In Rossiter v. Miller (26 W. R. 865, 3 App. Cas. 1124) Lord 
Cairns stated the law on the subject. He said: ‘‘In point of fact, my 
lords, the question is, is there that certainty which is described in the 
legal maxim id certum est quod certum reddi potest. If I enterintoa contract 
on behalf of my client, on behalf of my principal, on behalf of my friend, 
on behalf of those whom it may concern, in all those cases there is no such 
statement, and I apprehend that in none of those cases would the note 
satisfy the requirements of the Statute of Frauds. But if I, being really 
an agent, enter into a contract to sell Blackacre, of which I am not pro- 

rietor, or to sell No. 1, Portland-place on bebalf of the owner of that 
ouse, there, I apprehend, is a statement of matter of fact, as.to which 
there can be perfect certainty.’’ ‘That was the principle of law laid down 
by the House of Lords. It had been previously Ng y Sir George Jessel, 

M.LR., in Potter v. Duffield (22 W.R. 585, L. R. 18 Eq. 4), where he said: 
“The counsel for the plaintiff contends that you may describe one of the 
parties as the vendor of the estate; but the statute cannot mean that. It 
requires the parties to be described in such a manner as that there can be 
no fair or reasonable dispute as to the person who is buying or ys 
That was applying the principle to a description of a party as ‘‘ vendor.”’ 
The law was summed up by Kay, J., in Jarrett v. Hunter (35 W. R. 132, 
34 Ch. D. 182) :-—‘‘The law on this subject at present is this: If the 
vendor is described in the contract as ‘ proprietor,’ ‘owner,’ or ‘ mort- 
gagee,’ or the like, the description is sufficient, although he is not named ; 
but if he is described as ‘ vendor,’ or as ‘ client,’ or ‘friend’ of a named 
agent, that is not sufficient; the reason given being, in the language of 
Lord Cairns, that the former description ‘ is a statement of matter of fact, 
as to which there can be perfect certainty, and none of the dangers 
struck at by the Statute of Frauds can ariee; the reason against the latter 
description being that, in order to find out who is vendor, client, or friend, 
you must gointo evidence on which there might possibly be, as in Potter v. 
Dufield, a conflict.’” Applying that principle of law to the present case, the 
description relied upon here is contained in the words of the letter of Nov- 
ember 6, ‘‘ the solicitors to the proposing lender.”” It would be breaking 
through the principle to hold that that was sufficient. The case of Morris 
¥. Wilson (5 Jur. N. 8. 168) was simply this: the mt there signed a 
document so as to make himself personally liable. Therefore there was a 
contract in writing in which both parties were named, and, that being so, 
it could be shewn who was the agent’s principal. Thatcase did not touch 

the present one. Judgment must be entered for the defendant. 

Bowen and Kay, L.JJ., concurred.— Counszn, Manisty ; Bowen Rowlands, 
Q.C., and Firminger. Sorrcrrors, Maudes ¢ Tunnicliffe; Sawyer $ Ellis. 

[Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 

LLOYD ». CONDOURIS—Chitty, J., 2nd June. 
Trave-Mark—Reortration—‘‘ Fancy Worp’’—‘'CarntvaL”’ Cicar- 
Ertes—Patents, Drstans, AND Trape-Marxs Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict, 

©. 57), 8. 64. 

The plaintiffs were the registered owners of the word ‘‘ Carnival”’ as a 
trade-mark for tobacco, which had been registered under the Patents and 
Trade-Marks Act, 1883, and which was used by the plaintiffs for 


cigarettes. The plaintiffs moved for an interim injunction the 
defendant from infringing their mark, and aleq from pasting off his 





cigarettes as those of the plaintiffs. The defendant moved to expunge the 
plaintiff's trade-mark from the register, on the ground that the 
**Carnival” was not registrable under the Act as a trade-mark, such 
word not being, within section 64, ‘‘ a distinctive fancy word not in com- 
mon uce.”” 

Currry, J., seid that the kind of question in the present case had been 
before the courts in numerous cases, and of words as fancy 
words appeared to have been upheld in but three only of the reparted 
cases. ‘‘Gem” had been disallowed as a mark for air guns, 
** Melrose” for hair restorer, ‘‘ Alpine” lace, ‘Electric’ for 
velveteens, and, to take an instance more analogous to the case before the 


i 


Court of Appeal 
34 Ch. D. 623) 

word must be ob 
tion. This was ~ on which all cases had been ded. 
He did not propose f to define ‘‘ Carnival.’’ The substance to be 
extracted from the article ‘‘ Carnival” in the New English Dictionary 
(Clarendon Press) was that ‘“‘carnival’’ in a sense denoted 


hundred the word would import some meaning. A very 
that that must be so was found in the use of the word as a synonym for the 
Derby Day, writers on the eubject the great race day the Carnival 
of the Turf. It could not, therefore, contended, with reference to 
Lindley, L.J.’s observations in Re Van Duzer as to a fancy word being 
what was meaningless to an ordin Englishman, that the term 
‘* Carnival’’ did not import a meaning of the kind above mentioned. The 
result was that the word, so far from being meaningless or non-descrip- 
tive, had a meaning. The defendant, therefore, was entitled to an order 
expunging the plaintiff’s mark from the register. His lordship also held 
that the kages of cigarettes sold by the defendant bearing the word 
‘Carnival’? and those sold by the a were, when compared 
together, clearly distinguishable. He therefore dismissed the plaintiffs 
motion.—Covnsei, Moulton, Q.C., and John Cutler; Byrne, Q.C., and 
Swinfen Eady. So.scrrons, Paddison, Fullilove, Cummins, § Co. ; Drake, Son, § 
Parton. Pra 

[Reported by J. F. Water, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
DUKE ». DAVIS AND OTHERS—6th June. 


Pracrice—DeatH or one Deresnpanr— Action remirtep to County 
Covrt—AppLication inv Hicn Court ny ApministraTor or Deceassp 
Derenpant—R. 8. C., XVII, 8. 

This was a summons referred to the court by the judge in chambers. 
The action was commenced in the High Court, the writ being dated the 
22nd of May, 1891, The defendants were the directors of a company, 
and were sued personally for the price of goods supplied. On the 24th 
of July, 1891, Lowry, one of the defendants, died intestate, and owing 
to his estate being insolvent no administrator was appointed until 
23rd of August, 1892. On the 15th of January, 1892, by order of 
master, the action was transferred to the county court. The order stated 
that it was made after hearing the solicitors on both sides, but in a letter 
dated the 26th of February, 1892, the plaintiff's solicitors informed the 
deceased defendant's solicitor, who was not present when the sum- 
mons to remit was heard, that the action was not remitted as 
his client, because they knew that he was dead, and had been in- 
formed by his solicitor that his oe was = on Fhe — was 
duly tried in the county court, udgmen: defend - 
cate. On the 23rd of, August, 1902, the solicitor of the deceased 
defendant was appointed his administrator. No a jon was made 
by the plaintiff to revive the action against the 
the 3rd of May, 1893, the administrator took out a summons before the 
master under ord. 17, r. 8, asking that the action be 
against him within seven days, or in default dismissed costs. Ths 
ma:ter dismissed the application, pene # opinion that, the action having 
been remitted to the county court, application ought to bave been 
made in the county court. The administrator appealed to 
who referred the question to the court. 


FF 





had not been remitted as against the deceased . 











ever, impossible io remit one part only of an action. It might have been 
i to have remitted an action in which one defendant was dead, and 
when no one representing him was before the court, but when the order 
was made, and the writ had been sent into the county court, then all the 
sub:equent proceedings took place there, and nothing remained in the 
High Court. Appeal dismissed.—Counsen, F. Low ; Cababé. Soxtcrrors, 
Crawders § Vizard ; Swepstone § Stone. 
[Reported by F. 0. Ronrnson, Barrister-at-Law. } 


BOWYER, OFFICER OF INLAND REVENUE (Appellant) ». THE PERCY 
SUPPER OLUB (LIM) (Respondents)—7th June. 


Licenstnc—Ciuns—Prorrietary Ciun—PrRopriztary CLUB CARRIED ON 
ny Company—Sarte sy Retam or Intoxicatinc Liqvors WITHOUT 
Licence—Sate To Honorary Memuers or Crvsp—Lianmity To PEnat- 
Tres—Licensine Acts. 


Case stated by the metropolitan police magistrate sitting at Marl- 
borough-street Police Court. The respondent company appeared to 
answer three informations exhibited by the appellant, an officer of Inland 
Revenue, for having on the 16th day of October, 1892, retailed certain 
spirits without having in force such a licence as by the statute was 
required, and for having sold a certain quantity of beer by retail to be 
consumed upon the premises, and also for having sold certain wine with- 
out having a proper licence to sell the same. These three informations 
were heard at the same time, and the magistrates dismissed all three 
informations, subject to this special case. The proceedings on the three 
informations were for the recovery of three separate penalties imposed by 
the Excise Acts (6 Geo. 4; c. 81, s. 26; 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 85, s. 17; 23 Vict. 
c. 27, s. 19) in respect of the sale by retail of spirits, beer, and wine re- 
spectively without the Excise licences required for the sale thereof. The 
penalty for the sale of spirits without licence is £50 under section 26 of 6 
Geo. 4, c. 81; in respect of the sal2 of beer without licence is £20 under 
section 17 of 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 85; and in respect of the sale of wine £20 
under section 19 of 23 Vict. c. 27. The present duties of excise on 
licences for the sale by retail of spirits, beer, and wine are imposed by 
sections 41, 42, 43, of the Inland Revenue Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 20). 
The respondent company is an incorporated company under the 
Companies Acts, and it has a registered office at 12, Percy-street, in 
the county of Middlesex. Tle objects of the company, as set 
forth m the memorandum of association, were to establish and 
conduct a club for the accommodation of members of the company 
and their friends. From the return of the shareholders of the com- 
pany made on the 2lst of November, 1892, it appeared that of the 
shares allotted some sixteen persons are the shareholders, and the company 
carry on the Percy Supper Club. From the rules of the company it 
appeared that the Percy Supper Club Co. (Limited) was established for the 
association of ladies and gentlemen belonging to the theatrical or musical 
profession who desired the advantages of a first-classclub. The club being 
proprietary neither members nor committee incurred any liability or 
responsibility whatever beyond their annual subscription, all such 
liability devolving on the proprietary company. The club was under the 
managemert of a committee of members, in whom was vested the election of 
members, and the annual subscription was two guineas for gentlemen pay- 
able in advance, and ladies could only be electedas honorary members of the 
club. There was also this rule: The proprietary company shaJl have the 
sole and entire management of the club as well with respect to the hiring 
or purchasing of suitable house, furniture, &c., as also the management of 
the funds and property of the club, and shall have the exclusive right of 
appointing the servants of the club, or removing such or prescribing their 
duties. On the 16th of October, 1892, the appellant, who was neither a 
member of the club nor a shareholder in the company, visited the premises 
at 12, Percy-street, accompanied by another person who was neither a 
member nor shareholder. The appellant’s friend asked to be supplied 
with whisky, and the appellant asked for a cigar. The barman asked if 
they were members, and on finding that they were not he refused to serve 
them. They then went into another room and asked for champagne, but 
were refused for the same reason, and the appellant’s attention was drawn 
to a notice :—‘‘ Visitors are informed that under no circumstances what- 
ever can they pay for refreshments.—By order of the committee.’’ The 
= then offered to become a member, and he was supplied with a form 
of proposal of membership, and he at the same time paid his subscription of 
two pers Pending certain inquiries that had to be made, the appellant 
and his companion were made honorary members, and it was stated to them 
that if- the inquiries were satisfactory they would bé elected members. 
The 7 then asked for and was supplied with whisky and wine and 
paid for the same, and these were drunk on the premises by the appellant 
and his friend. There was no excise licence in force at the time for the 
tale of spirits, beer, or wine for these premises. It was proved that all 
the drink and liquor belonged to the company, and not to the members of 
the club, and that all the profit from such sale and from the carrying on 
of the club went to the company. It was contended before the magis- 
trate on behalf of the appellant that the club in question was merely an 
attempt to cloak the unlicensed eale of intoxicating liquors, and that the 
sale of intoxicating liquors without a licence by the respondent company 
to any person, whether a member of a club or not, is contrary tolaw. On 
behalf of the respondent company it was contended that, the appellant 
having been duly elected an honorary member of the club, the company 
were not liable, and that, being a bond fide club, the company were entitled 
under the circumstances and facts proved to supply the appellant with 
liquors. The —— found as a fact that the company did carry on 
and manage the club for their profit, and that on the date in question they 
had no licence. He was of opinion that there was no distinction between 
a p-oprietary club carried on by a company and one carried on by an 
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individual, and that as no case could be cited where it had been held to 
be a ‘‘sale”’ to supply drink for money to members of a club, he dis- 
missed the informations, the evidence in his opinion excluding the inference 
that this was a ‘“‘bogus’’ club, namely, a place where liquor can be 
obtained on payment by members and non-members indiscriminately. 

Tue Court (Maruew and Wricut, JJ.) held that, upon the facts of the 
case as found, there was a sale by retail within the meaning of the Acts, 
and that the case must be remitted to the magistrate with the opinion of 
the court thereon. Appeal allowed. Case remitted.—Covnset, Poland, 
Q.C., and Danckwerts ; Crump, Q.C., and E. U. Bullen. Souscrrors, The 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; R. Raphael. 


[Reported by Sir Suzrston Baker, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. } 


LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the members of tke society will be held 
in the hall of the society, in Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 14th of July 
next, at two o’clock precisely in the afternoon, for the election of a presi- 
dent and vice-president of the society; of ten members of the council, in 
lieu of ten members who will go out of office in rotation ; of twomembers 
of the council, in lieu of Mr. Bartle John Laurie Frere (deceased), and of 
Mr. Robert Richardson Dees, who retires by rotation, and does not offer 
himself for re-election; of three auditors; and for other purposes of the 
society. 

The following are the names of the members who will go out of 
office in rotation, and who, with the exception of Mr. Dees, offer them- 
selves for re-election:—Mr. Barnard Platts Broomhead-Colton-Fox, 
Sheffield; Mr. Robert Richardson Dees, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; Mr. 
Robert Ellett, Cirencester; Mr. Charles John Follett, C.B., London; 
the Right Hon. H. H. Yowler, M.P., London; Mr. John Hollams, 
London; Mr. Henry Manisty, London; Sir Henry Watson Parker, 
London; Mr. Henry Roscoe, London; Mr. Cornelius Thomas Saunders, 
Birmingham. 

The name of every person intended to be proposed as president or vice- 
president, or as a member of the council, or as an auditor, must be 
transmitted in writing to the secretary twenty days at least before the 
day of meeting. 








The annual general meeting, which has been convened for the 14th of 
July next, will, after the conclusion of the ordinary business, resolve 
itself into a special general meeting of the members of the society for 
the purpose of considering the desirability of repealing the existing 
bye-laws and enacting in their stead the proposed new bye-laws, 
a print of which will be sent to each member fourteen days before the 
meeting. 

Nore.—On considering the existing bye-laws it appeared to the council 
that they required re-arrangement, and that some additions and amend- 
ments were desirable. In the draft bye-laws all the provisions relating to 
one subject are, as far as possible, arranged under one head, and the 
headings have been grouped in their logical order. For the convenience 
of members in reading the draft the numbers of the existing bye-laws and 
regulations are printed in the margin, and where a bye-law or portion of a 
bye-law is new, it is indicated as such. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At a meeting of the directors held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on Thursday, the 8th inst.—the following being present—viz., Mr. 
Charles Burt, chairman, Messrs. W. Collisson, 8. J. Daw, LU. Desborough, 
H. C. Nisbet, S. Smith, and Arthur Carpenter, secretary — grants 
amounting to £1,055 were made to the widows and families of twenty-five 
members for the ensuing year, and £125 to the widows and daughters of 
ten non-members ; and the ordinary general business was transacted. 








THE LORD CHANCELLOR ON LEGAL PROCEDURE, 


Lorp Henscuett, in responding to the toast of ‘‘ Her Majesty’s Judges” 
at the Mansion House on Wednesday, said that the judges had sacrificed 
no small amount of time and labour to pointing out the defects of our 
system. The remedy was, unhappily, less visible than the disease. There 
were two points to be kept in view—expense, which was to be strenuousl 

avoided, and expedition, which was no less earnestly to be sought. But it 
was difficult to apply the remedy. Each class was keen to see the defects 
of the other, but the different classes were not so ready to recognize 
evils in which they were personally interested. It was said that the 
expense of litigation largely consisted in the fees of counsel. But 
' the remedy was easy. There were abundance of counsel who would 
do the work cheaply. But the people insisted on particular counsel, and 
if they indulged in luxury they must expect to pay for it. If people com- 
plained of the dearness of champagne, let them drink bottled beer or 
cheap champagne. A great picture by an English artist had recently 
been sold for many thousands of pounds. The same canvas might have 
been brilliantly covered for as many thousand pence. ‘Thus the remedy 
for this evil was ready at hand. If men were not content with this advice 
he would say, ‘‘ Don’t go to law.’’ At the same time he was desirous 
{ that every needless step in litigation should be abolished. It was in that 
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direction that the judges’ were working. In late years ition 
had been achieved to a very large extent. He seutsibenel te is early 
days when one had to wait a year for a trial in Middlesex, and two or three 
years for an appeal to the House of Lords. Now they were hearing ap- 
peals in the House of Lords which were set down only two or three months 
ago; and there were no arrears in the Privy Council or the Court of Ap- 
peal, which was hearing appeals from decisions pronounced only three or 
four weeks ago. The toast of ‘* The Profession of the Law’’ was re- 
sponded to by the Solicitor-General and the President of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Samuet Henry Strone, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
Dominion of Canada, Mr. Joun Mappen, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the Colony of Victoria, and Mr. Henry Duras, late Puisne Judge 
of the Supreme Court of the Island of Ceylon, are to be created Knights 
Bachelors. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoLutions. 


Henry Powett Bartiey and Ricnarp Epwarp Bart ey, solicitors 
(a. P. & R. E. Bartley), 30, Somerset-street, Portman-square, London. 
May 25. 

Watter Hvones, Henry Cuauncy MAsterman, and Wiii1aM OLpHAM 
Rew, solicitors (Hughes, Masterman, & Rew), 59, New Broad-street, 
London. June 2. So far as regards the said William Oldham Rew, who 
retires from the same firm. ‘The said Waltcr Hughes and Henry Chauncy 
Masterman will continue the said business under the style or firm of 
Hughes & Masterman. 

James Rowe and Jonn Hamitton Garr, solicitors (Rowe, Pemberton, & 
Gair), Liverpool. The said James Rowe having retired on the 31st De- 
cember last. 

Wrtu1aM Moore Skryner and Oswatp Cuartton, solicitors (Skinner & 
Charlton), Sunderland. May 8, [ Gazette, June 6. 


GENERAL. 


On Wednesday Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams announced that he would 
sit again for company matters on the 2lst of June, after which he was 
going on circuit. He would, however, come up on two or three days 
during circuit for winding-up business. From the 29th of July to the 
13th of August he intended sitting continuously for company and bank- 
ruptcy business. 


The tenth report of Sir H. Reader Lack, the Comptroller-General of the 
Patent Office, shews that during last year applications were made for 
24,171 patents, 19,269 single designs and 258 sets of designs, and 9,101 
trade-marks. The gross receipts in 1892 were £199,859, against an 
expenditure of £96,822, both amounts being a good deal smaller than in 
1891. While the number of applications for patents continues to increase, 
the percentage of patents granted is shewn to be gradually diminishing. 

In a case of Perry v. Chotzner and another, heard before Mr. Justice Cave 
without a jury on the Ist inst., the learned judge is reported by the Zimes 
to have said, in giving judgment for the defendants, that ‘* because a 
tenant was required to paint a house every seven years inside he could not 
be called upon to distemper a wall within the ceptennial period. He 
should not hold a house out of repair because a dozen cracks appeared 
in the plastering which did not interfere with the stability of the 
structure. It was a monstrous thing to say that because a person put 
nails into the wall of a house he must take them out and fill up the holes 
or commit a breach of the covenants of a repairing lease.”’ 

Sir Richard Webster, says the Paris correspondent of the Times, con- 
cluded on Wednesday at midday a very powerful argument, in which he 
had analyzed in detail and with very great effect the legal aspect of the 


American case in the Bebring Sea Arbitration. The President said: ‘‘ We | 70M 


thank you for the very useful observations with which you have supple- 
meuted the argument of Sir Charles Russell. We knew how much we 
were indebted to you already for the elaborate study you have made of 
this case on behalf of Great Britain, and I for one have very much admired 
the unrestricted and friendly co-operation of yesterday’s Attorney-General 
with to-day’s Attorney-General. The country is indeed to envied 
where party spirit admits of such brotherly association when the national 
interest is at stake.’’ 


The following circuits have been chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
Summer Assizes—viz.: South-Eastern Circuit, Mathew, J. Western 
Circuit, Day and Grantham, JJ. Home Circuit, Grantham, J. Oxford 
Circuit, Pollock, B., and Collins, J. The latter judge will join the circuit 
at Stafford and proceed to Birmingham, where he will sit with Wright, J. 
Midland Circuit, Vaughan Williamé and Wright, JJ. The former ju 
will return at the conclusion of the business at Derby, and Wright, J., 
will join the circuit at Warwick and proceed to Birmingham. North 
Wales Circuit, Wills, J. South Wales Circuit, Charles, J. Northern 
Circuit, Lawrance and Kennedy, JJ. North-Eastern Circuit, Lord 
Coleridge, C.J., and Bruce, J. It has been arranged that the Lords 
Justices of Appeal will not go on circuit at the present assizes. 


On Tuesday the Treasurer of Lincoln’s-inn, Sir Charles Russell, and the 





benchers, am whom was the Duke of York, entertained at 

being the G Day in Trinity Term, the Archbishop of York, 
Coleridge, the Comte de Franqueville, Mr. Justice Charles, the Warden of 
Merton College, Oxford (the Hon. G. C. Brodrick), Sir C. Cust, Admiral 
Sir A. Hoskins, the Master of Dowing Oollege, Cambridge (Mr. A. Hill), 
Professor Clark, Mr. Sargent, and Mr. Lucy. After the toast of ‘‘The 
Queen ’’ had been drunk, the treasurer pro a toast which, he 
like the last, needed no preface and to it the company would look for 
response. It was the health of the Duke of York. It gave them 
opportunity, of which they gladly availed themselves, of offering 
congratulations to his Royal upon a coming event so 
interest to the nation and so full of promise of happiness to him. 
toast then was ‘‘ Health, long life, and happiness to the Duke of Y 
Master of the Bench of this ancient Inn of Court.”” The benchers 
their guests shortly after retired. 


On the 5th inst., at the County of London Sessions, William Moore 
was tried for having stolen four ks, the property of the In 
Law Society. With regard to one of the books, ‘The Law of 
Companies,’ it was shewn that it was missed from the library of the 
society in Chancery-lane in January last, and was sold in February by the 
prisoner to Stevens & Sons, also in Chancery-lane. It remained in their 
window for some time, until a porter employed at the library noticed it as 
he was passing by, and, on going in and examining it more closely, found 
that the stamp of the society, which had been upon the first blank 
although it had been rubbed out, was etill visible when the page ‘ous bd 
up to the light. The prisoner was convicted of stealing this book, but 
with regard to the others mentioned in the indictment, the witnesses 
called to shew that they had been seen in his possession failed to identify 
him positively, and he was acquitted. He was sentenced to four months’ 
imprisonment with bard labour for stealing the book. 


On the 5th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. Powell Williams 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury what amount, in addition to ‘. 
was psyable to the Attorney-General on his brief in the case of the 
Behring Sea arbitration now proceeding at Paris; what additional amount 
he received daily as a ‘‘ refresher” or otherwise; and whether the latter 
sum was paid when the Arbitration Court did not sit or the Attorney- 
General did not ap in court? Mr. Carvill asked a similar ques- 
tion in ee to the late Attorney-General. Sir J. Hibbert the 
Attorney-General and the late Attorney-General have each received an 
inclusive fee, for six weeks’ attendance in Paris, of 2,000 guineas. The 
Solicitor to the Treasury has been instructed to arrange for the payment to 
both hon. and learned gentlemen of reasonable fees for further a 
jor ter the period of six weeks, but the exact amounts have not been 
submitted to the Treasury for approval. The fees paid by the is 
Solicitor to the late Attorney-General in the case up to the 3lst of 
December, 1892, amounted to a total of £1,055 6s., and there are some 
further fees not yet settled up to the time when the —— was 
made for the payment of the lump sum for six weeks’ a . Mr. 
Powell Williams asked whether the right hon. gentleman would state the 
amount of the refreshera paid to the Attorney-General. Sir J. Hibbert 
said that no such fees were payable. Mr. Powell Williams eaid that in 
consequence of the unsatisfactory reply of the right hon. gentleman he 
should call attention to the subject on the estimates. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora or Reorstrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
” No. 2. Curry. Noara. 
Monday, June .................12 Mr. Jackson Mr. Lavie Mr. Rolt 
TUOSGAG...0scrsrescocersscveveesen 13 Clowes 2 ] 
y 14 cae Lavie Rolt 
wes Carrington 
Jackson Lavie Rolt 
Clowes Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Streine Kexewicn. Rourr 
12 Mr. Ward Mr. Pugh Mr. (Godfrey 
14 Ward Pugh Godfrey 
ie Ward Pugh Godfrey 
7 Pemberton Beal Leach 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1893. 
(Continued from p. 534 ) 
FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISIONS. 


For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 


1893. 
I ht Hon W H Smith, dec, Hind y Smith app of pit from judgt 
"ut Ma Sustion Stirling, dated April 29, 1892, refusing administzation 


Attorney-Gen v Hatch app of pits from jadgt of Mr Justice Kekewich 
dated May 2, ee restrain erection beyond building line pre- 
scribed by Richmond tary Authority and directing payment of costs 
and damages: May 3 
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In reC P Millard’s Settled Estates & Settled Land Acts app of M V 
Millard and ors from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 1, as 
to estate improvements May 5 

Wheaton v Maple & Co, ld (ancient lights) app of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 18, 1893 May 6 

Turner v Wateon app of deft G Tarner from judgt of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated April 14, 1893 May 10 

Sewell v Bishopp app of pltf from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated Feb 
25, dismissing claim for foreclosure and also mtn by pltf to hear further 
evidence on appl May 10 

In re R W Holion, dec, Forbes v Hardcastle app of deft Hardcastle from 
my, Mr Justice Stirling, dated Jan 21, setting aside gift of Met 

y d Stock to charity as impure personalty May 10 

In re Hetling’s Contract and V & P Act, 1874 app of the Rev F T 
Hetling & ors from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 28, 1893 
May 11 

Clingan v Watkins (cancellation of deed as to maintenance) app of 
deft in person from judgt of Mr Justice Romer, dated April 22, 1893 
May 12 

In re Henry Bentley & Co and Yorkshire Breweries, ltd, and Co’s Act 
app of Pearson & Co (Stockbrokers) from order of Mr Justice Stirling, 
refusing to remove name of firm from register of members May 12 

Webb on behalf, &«, v The Shropshire Railway Co & ors app of pltf 
from judgt of Mr Justice Romer, dated Jan 14, dismissing action to set 
aside debentures as «ultra vires May 13 

In re Sir J J Ennis, dec, Coles vy Peyton app of deft J R Peyton from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 27, dismissing appin to vary 
cc certificate May 16 

Jones v Richard app of pltf from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated April 
= on Point of Law as to validity of notice to terminate agreement 

ay 16 

Midgley v Midgley app of deft, Stephen Midgley, from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Romer, dated April 18, 1893 May 18 

Midgley v Midgley appof dfts, Elizabeth and Jane Sager, from judgt of 
Mr Justice Romer, dated April 18, directing repayment to pltf’s credit 
as executor May 18 

In re Richd Lee, dec (construction) Lee vy Lee app of dft, James Lee, 
personal representative and devisee, from judgt of Mr Justice North, 
dated May 1, dismissing originating summons for payment of accumu- 
lated rents and profits after payment of debts and annuity May 18 

In re Contract dated Dec 8, 1892, between William Heaysman & Hugh 
D’O Tweedy for sale of land at Bromley, Kent, and V and P Act, 1874 
app of William Heaysman from judgt of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
May 1, declaring requisitions not sufficiently answered and good title 
not shewn May 18 

In re Lewis, dec Walker v Lewis (construction of will) app of infant 
defts by next friend from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated May 1, 
deciding that accumulations of income remain till attainment of vested 
interest in corpus May 19 


From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
(Final List.) 
1893. 

In re The Fireless Engine Co ld & Co’s Acts and Lancaster Acts app of 
Jobn Crighton from order of W. F. Robinson, Esq, Q.U., dated Feb 1, 
rectifying register on appln of GC Peel March 7 (Security for £25 
ordered March 27) 

Moser v Marsden (Infringement of Patent) app of pit from judgt of the 
Vice-Chancellor, dated March 24, 1893 May 1 

The Great Crosby Local Board v Maunder app of dfts from judgt of the 
Vice-Chancellor, dated Feb 24, declaring highway of certain width and 
restraining interference with making footpath May 4 

In re George Christian, dec Christian v Greenway app of dft A G 
Greenway from order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated April 24, on further 
consideration and refusal to vary registrar’s report May 18 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND ADMIRALTY DIVISIONS, 
For Hearing. 
Final List. 
1893. 

Lee v Butler app of plt from judgt of Mr. Justice Wright, dated Feb 28, 

at trial without a jury in Middle ex May 16 
v Bateman app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 2 

May, at trial without a jury in Middlesex May 17 

Hill & apr (trading as Hill & Co) vy Thomas (Q B Crown side) app of 
respt Wm Thomas from judgt of Justices Vaughan Williams and Bruce, 
dated 3 May, reversing decision of Justices as to extraordinary expenses 
of repairing highway May 17 

Jas Wrigley & Sons, ld v Shoolbred & others app of plts from judgt of 
a Day, dated May 8, at trial without a jury in Middlesex 

y 18 

Westley Richards & Co, ld and another v Perkes app of plts from judgt 
of Lord Justice Kay, dated March 17, at trial without a jury in Mid- 
dlesex May 18 

Montsgu & Co v Forwood Bros & Co app of plts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Day, dated May 6, at trial without a jury in Middlesex May 19 


Proud v Price app of pltf from judgt of Justices Day & Wills, dated | 


April 22, on 1 case stated without pieadings May 19 


The Queen v Walter Bassano, Esq, and others, Justices of County of 
Stafford (Q B Crown side) app of Foresters Friendly Society from 
order of Baron Pollock and Mr Justice Kennedy, dated May 15, dis- 
missing appin for writ of prohibition Bache v Billingham (Q B Crown 
tide) app of Thomas Bache from judgt of Baron Pollock and Mr Justice 





Kennedy, dated May 15, on special case, affirming decision of Justices 
against Foresters Friendly Society for sick pay May 20 


FROM PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
(ADMIRALTY.) 
For Hearing. 
With Nautical Assessors. 
1893. 

Ship Culgoa (damage) Owers of Ripon City v Owners of Culgoa app of 
pltfs from judgment of Mr. Justice Gorell-Barnes, dated Feb 17, 1893 
March 10 

Ship Northgate (damage) Owners of Inchborva v Owners of the Northgate 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr. Justice Gorell-Barnes, dated Feb 16, 
1893 March 21 

Ship Dordrecht (damage) Owners of Thetford and others v Owners of 
Dordrecht app of defts from judgt of Mr. Justice Gorell-Barnes, dated 
March 8, 1893 May 12 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
New Trial Paper. 
1893. 


Macpherson v Warner appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and judgt dated April 18, at trial before Baron Pollock and a 
special jury at Guildhall April 25 

Reeves v Hudson & Co appln of deft for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and judgt dated April 19, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance 
and a common jury in Middlesex April 25 

Motte v Smith appln of pltf for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
and judgt dated April 19, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a 
common jury in Middlesex May 1 

Bailey v Haines appln of deft in person for judgt or new trial on app 
from verdict and judgt dated April 26, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a common jury at Guildhall May 3 

Miller v Hancock appln of dft for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and judgt dated April 22, at trial before Mr Justice ].awrance and 
a@ common jury in Middlesex May 3 

Morgan & anr v Lawson & ors appln of dfts for judgt or new trial on 
app from verdict and judgt dated April 28, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a common jury in Middlesex May 4 

Townsend vy Granger appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt dated May 2, at trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and 
a common jury in Middlesex May 6 
Dietz v Ash appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and 
judgt dated April 17, at trial before Mr. Justice Lawrance and a common 
jary in Middlesex May 6 

White v Tussaud appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt dated April 27, at trial before Mr. Justice Cave and a special 
jury in Middlesex. May 10 

Miller v Tebb appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt dated April 20, at trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and a 
common jury in Middlesex May 11 

Jacobs v Charles appln of pltff in person for judgt or new trial on appeal 
from verdict and judgt dated May 12, at trial before Mr. Justice Hawkins 
and a common jury in Middlesex May 13 

Oldfield v Furness, Withy & Co, 1d, and T Ronaldson & Co applnof defts 
T Ronaldson & Co for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated May 1, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a common jury 
in Middlesex May 13 

Glover v Bradford appln of pltf for judgt or new trial on appl from ver- 
dict and judgt, dated May 4, at trial before the Lord Chief Justice and a 
special jury m Middlesex May 17 

Cridlan & anr v Marler & anr appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 8, at trial before Baron Pollock 
and a special jury in Middlesex May 18 

Solomons v The London & South-Western Ry Co appln of pltfs for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt dated May 5, at trial before 
Mr Justice Wright and a common jury in Middlesex May 18 

Chamberlain v Young appln of pltf for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 18, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance 
and a common jury in Middlesex May 20 


FROM THE CHANOERY DIVISION. 
Interlocutory List. 
1892. 
In re Isaac, decd Cronbach v Isaac appeal of L Solomon and another 
(exors of Samuel Isaac) from ord of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 9, 


affirming chamber order directing payment by exors of difference in 
price of Mersey Ry shares Dec 28 


1893. 


| Thomas v Radcliffe app of deft from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 

a * refusing to stay proceedings in action pending arbitration 

a 

veamae v Wilson & Co (Barnsley, 1d) “pp of plt from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated May 12, restraining issue of advertisements May 13 

Stanton v Stone app of pit from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 

Age 28, refusing to restrain carrying on bysiness until award complied 
with May 18 
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FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Interlocutory List. 


1893. 
In re J A Latham Expte Incorporated Law Soc appl of solr in person 
frum order of Mr Justice Mathew & Mr Justice A ame dated April 


26, 1892, that appellant be struck off the rolls 
In re an Arbtn between Mesers Bater and Willisnzon and the Mayor, 


&c, 


on 5 


of Birkenhead & Arbitration Act, 1889 appl of Mayor, &c, of 
Birkenhead from part of jdgt of Justices Wills & 
cial case stated under 7th section of Arbitration Act, 1889 ang a 


harles, dated April 19, 


Zierenberg v Labouchere appl of deft from order of Justices Cave & 
Lawrance, dated May 6, affirming order for further and better particulars 


May 10 
Cheston v Wickham 


appl of deft from order of Justices Wills & Lawrance, 


dated May 3, refusing liberty to defend May 11 

Barton v The ‘Capewell Continental Patents Co, 1d appl of defts from 
judgt of Justices Wills & Charles, dated April ’22, on point of law as to 
construction of agreement and reference to official referee for trial as to 


damages May 12 


Magrath v Baron Friedland, Baron Friedland v Magrath & anr by counter 
claim app of deft Biyth from order of Justices Wills and Charles, 
dated April 27, refusing to order plt in counter claim to give security 
for costs of action because resident abroad May 15 


St Gobain Channy and Cirey Co, Hoyermann’s agency app of 
order of Justices Wills & Charles, dated April 27, affi 


Its from 
ecision of 


Judge in Chambers setting aside service of writ May 15 
Bird v Smith app of plts from order of Justices Cave & Lawrance, dated 
May 9, refusing liberty to sign final judgt for claim, interest, and costs 
15 


May 15 


In re Fredk Romer, a solicitor, and In re Fredk Romer & G R Haslam, 
solicitors, and the Solicitors Acts, 1843 to 1870 app of Henry de Morgan 
Snell from order of Justices Cave & Lawrance, dated May 9, setting 
aside order of Judge in Chambers for Taxation May 22 


N.B 
to Saturday, May 20th, inclusive. 


.—The above List contains Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY 


DIVISION. 


Trinity Sr:rrimes, 1893. 


Before Mr. Justice Currry. 

Causes for trial (with witnesses). 

Smith v Greenway act 

Heywood v Littleborough Dyeing 
Cold act 

Barne v Webster act 

Hobson v Legg act 

In re Cullerner, dec 
Stanley act 

J Defries & Sons v B P Harris & 
Co act 

Enson v Wilkinson act 

In re Miller, dec Spencer v Lacy 
act Nottingham D.R. 

Waters v Stirling act 

Robinson v Churchill 

Gould v Knight act 

In re Peake, dec Mort v Marefield 
act 

Adamson v Humble act 

Austin v Piggott act 


act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

In re Earl of Radnor’s Settled 
Estates In re Earl of Radnor’s 
Will Trusts Radnor v Bouverie 
Expte tenant for life adjd 
sumns part heard 


| 


| In re Thos Farrer, dec 


| In re Richrd Andrew, dec 
Clarke v | 


Latter Ord 55, adjd sumns for 

declaration ’ 

Farrer v 

Farrer adjd sumns for determn 

of rights of parties 

Stick v 
Andrew adjd sumus by surviv- 
ing Trustee of Will for determn 
of questions 

In re AG Ditton a solr (Taxation) 
adjd sumns for taxation of solrs 
bill of costs 

James v James act 


| In re Rev David O James, dec 


James v James adjd sumns 


| In re Matilda L James, dec James 


vJames adj sumns 

In re Jno Freebody’s Settlement 
Freebody v Leslie adj sumns by 
trustees for directions 

In re Augusta Benning’s Estate 
Masterman v Miller adj sumns 
by exors and trustees for determn 
of questions 

In re Drary’s Trust; In re Hand- 
ley’s Trust Roughton v Handley 
and ors adj sumns by trustees 


| In re Elizabeth 8 Hall, dec, and 


In re Rosenberg & Shallard’s Con- | 


tract & V & P Act, 1874 Expte 
Rosenberg adjd sumns 

In re Gerard Settled Estates, and 
Eastwell Park Estate and Settled 
Land Acts In re resettlement of 
Garswood Estates, County of Lan- 
caster (expte Lord Gera ) scheme 
for improvements adj sumns, ad- 
seh by order 

In re Hope’s Settlement and Condi- 
tional Contract for sale of Pictures 
and Settled Land Act adj sumns 
In re Anne Adéle Hope's will 
adjd sumns by tenant for life for 
approval of Conditional Contract 

In re Daveron, dec Bowen v 
Churchill special case (set down 


by order dated Dec 15, 1892) 8 O 

2nd week in Trinity Sittings 
Lovett v Maxwell m fj 
In re Henry Latter, dec 


Latter v 





Blanche M T Bullen, dec Wheelez 
v Bullen and Settled Land Act, 
1882 adj sumns of deft, J BS 
Bullen 
In re Francis Barough, dec Green 
and ors v Barough and ors adj 
sumns for determn of questions 
Pitt v Pitt Simmons v Pitt expte 
deft T M S Pitt adj sumns to 
proceed and for declaration 
he re Wilkes’ Trust, Greenwood v 
Tolson adj sums by Fredk Green- 
wood claiming as assignee under 
Settlement Trusts 
In re Samuel Knight, deo, Knight 
v Knowsley adj sums by Trustees 
of Will for determination of ques- 


tions 

In re J H Stretton, dec, Stretton v 
Stretton (Birch’s claim) adj sums 
by Trustees of t 

In re Richard Walton's Estate, 








In re Edward Breese’s Estate, 
Breese v Jones adj sums for de- 
termination of questions in ad- 
ministration 

In re Samuel Dix, dec, Dix v Dix 
adj sums by Executors and Resid- 
uary Legatee for determination of 
questions 

In re Alfred Bishop’s Estate, Bishop 
v Bishop adj sums by Residuary 
Legatee and c q t for declaration 
as to accounts 

In re T Sykes’ Estate Sykes v 
Sykes cps pat adja sums 
for approval o: e 

In re 7 liver’s Estate” Oliver v 
Oliver Expte Heir-at-Law adjd 
sumns as to share of real estate 

In re Jno. Martin, dec Martin v 
Wadsworth adjd sumns me 


Trustees for determn of 

In re Champion & Sons  Bolici- 
tors’ Act (ex Wm. R. Pd Cone 
adjd sumns declaration as to 
certain costs 


In re Contract dated Oct 20, fae 
for sale of Hereditamen 
Stevenage, between F. F. on 
and Chas. Edwards and V. and 
P. Act, 1874 adjd sumns by 
F. F. Ramuz for declarn that 
contract rescinded 

In re T. J. F. White's Estate 
Perks v White Expte Exors and 
Trees of Per: a creditor adj sum 

In re S. 8. Seal, a solr Bapte 
Crickett Tees sumns for Ww 
of 

In re Sir Stephen eet dec Cave 
v Bayley adj sumns by surviving 
trustees for determn of questns 

In re Wm Clark’s Estate Fawcett 
v Pethick adjd sumns by plt for 
recoupment 

In re Long, dec Long v Bousfield 
adj sumns by exors 

In re Hoste’s Settlement Trusts 
a v Hoste adj sums by 
Trustee 

In re Miller’ s Settlement Miller v 
Brown (Order 55) adj sumns 

Henry Brooks & Co ld v Henry 
Spain ex dft adj sumns for com- 
mission 

Phillips v Phillips (partition action) 
adj sumns for construction 

In re Anne Williams and Married 
Woman’s Property Act 
G T Williams) adj sumns 

In re Thos Wiltshire, dec Wilt- 
shire v Wiltshire (ex pte residy 
legatee) adj sumns 

In re Jas Roby’s Estate In re 
Margt Roby’s Estate Roby v 
Newington (ex. pte sur trustee) 
adj sums 

In re Contract between A Purssell 
and J H Deakin and aur and V & 
P Act, 1874 (ex pte Greenwell) 
(right cee ey. adj sumns 

In re 8S H Withers’ Trusts Lanca- 
shire v Withers (construction— 
ex pte Beneficiaries) adj sumns 

In re Mercer, dec Drewe- 
Drewe-Mercer and Settled Land 
Acts (Order 55) adj sumns by 
tenant for life 

Gould vy Gould mfj 

In re The Reliance Permanent Bene- 


Liquidato “(Preerense” Share-| Stott v 
holier) adj 
In re Wea Bocca dec Morrison 
v Srpeete (Order 55) (expte 
sumns 
Howe 


Lily Cand v_ Curzon 


(expe teat for it) adj sumns 


GE ln 
m 
ranges A , dec v 





im f j & dft’s sumns to vary C C 


In re Chas Chester’s Trusts Chester 
v Chester 1892, OC 4169 (ques- 
tions in administration sums 


Chester v Chester 1892, © 4040 
* adj sumns by trustees as to lia- 
bility of estate in respect of settle- 


ment 

In re Purssell & Deakin’s Contracts 
and Vendor and Purchaser's Act, 
1874 (ex pte Alfred Purssell) adj 
sums 

In re Elizth Brooke, dec Brooke 
v Brooke (ex pte Infants by next 
friend for detrmn of questions in 
administration) adj sums 

In re a e Head, "an Head v 
a en ae —— 


adj sm 
In re r- Barford, dec Sear v 
Edwards expte Extrix and 
nueee adjd smns 

In re Lydia Brodie’s Estate Hood 
v Admn expte Exors adj 


sumns 
In re Gaskell’s Settled Estates and 
Settled Land Acts, expte Tenant 
for life adjd sumns 

In re H J ee dec 


v 
expte Exors oun) aean Trustegs aed 
sumns 

In re Sir Samuel Bignold’s Estate 


Mary 
Expte Tenant for life 
of Scotch Estates adj sumns 
In re Robert Jones, dec Kelly v 
Williams Admn expte Trustees 
of will adj sumns 
In re Adderley Howard’s Will Trust 
Howard v Wark Admn expte 
Settlement Trustees adj sumns 
In re Contract for Sale between A 
Sparrow and J W Hall and V & 
P Act, 1874 ex pte purchaser 
objns to title adj sums 
In re The British Union Insurance 
Co and Co’s Acts motion by 


David Oppenheimer to rectify 
r— placed in non-witness 


registe 
list by order 

Grove v Rankin (Order 55) account 
ex pte plt adj sums 

Day v Cather act 

In re W G Walmesley’s Will 
Trusts Walmesiey v Walmesley 
Residy devise por 8 L Act Ex 


Trustees for sale sums 
In re Contract between lor’s 
Trustees, vendors and Taylor 
Brothers & Co, ld and 


purchasers 
& P Act, is74 Ex pte pur- 


I FCB t, dec Bryant 
n re ryant, dec v 
Hickley Expte Infant plt adj 
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Expte Exors and Trustees adj 
sums 
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In Te Mary Allen, dec Allen v Allen | Ponsford y Newoed School Act 


In re Wright Wright v Cordwell 
Levy v Liebmann 


In re Henry Fox, dec Woodruff v In re Cosens Quincey v Cosens 


— Expte plt dispute as to | 
costs adj sums 
In re W Silversides’ Estate Em- | 
merson V or eS) Es Lyons v | 
a (order 55) Expte legatee | 
sums 
New Zealand Agricultural Co, Id v | 
Cousens act (transferred from 
Q B Division) 
Loder v Loder Expte Loder’s 
Trustees adj sums for directions 


Further Considerations. 
Carrick v Wigan Tramways Co adj 
sums treated as fur con without 
certificate by order part heard 
In re Tucker, dec, James v Tucker 


fe 

In re C Webb, dec, Wall v Savory 
f c adj from chmbrs & sums to 
vary 

In re Moses, dec, Aldridge v Brown 
fur con 

Payne v Small fur con after official 
referee’s report 





Before Mr. Justice Noxrrn. 
Adjourned Summonses. 

Re 8 Kutnow & Trade Marks Acts 

In re Dowdeswell Dowdeswell v 
Dowdeswell (plt) pt hd 

In re Sax Barned v Sax 

In re Wilkinson Wilkinson v Howe 

In re Rankin Rankin v Mac Iver 

In re Higgs’ Barker v Arnold 

Fullerton v Martin 

In re Seager West v Seager . 

In re Anderson Le Rossignol v 
Anderson 

In re Bridger Consumption Hos- 
pital v Lewis 

In re Fletcher Fletcher v Fletcher 

In re Read Eames v Read (ex pte 
pltffs) 

In re Same Same v Same (ex pte 
deft J Read) 

Mara vy Browne 

In re Lancaster Gilling v Wilkin- 


son 

In re Hicks Lindon v Hemery 

In re the Aberayron Mutual Ship 
Insce Socy, 1d 

In re Williams Roberts v Williams 

In re Richardson tichardseon v 
Barnard 

Willoughby v Paulet 

In re Dakin Dakin v Dakin 

In re Braithwaite Westby v Keane 
(plt dead) 

In re Asplin Nairne vy Knapping 

In re Buchanan Hasluck v bu- 
chanan 

In re Cook Cook v Cook 

In re Deacon & Co and V. & P. 





Act, 1874 
In re Goode Goodwyn v Goode 


In re McMurdo Penfield vy McMurdo | 


In re Butterworth Strutt v Roberts 

In re J 

In re Bowes Strathmore v Vane 

In re Hudson Appleton v Hudson 

In re Taylor Busk v Mearing 

In re Lees Tofts v Lees 

In re Jackson Oddie v Metcalfe 

In re Richardson Tippetts 
Richardson 


In re Tyssen Knight Bruce v/| 
Butterworth 

In re Grove Grove v Chester 

In re Bell Braithwaite vy Fox (1893 | 
B 1037) 

In re Bell Braithwaite vy Fox (1393 
B 1038) 

In re Gesdon Gordon v Hodgson 

In re Howard Hincks v Hincks 

In re Scovell Poulter vy Neale 

In re Quin Sefi vy Quin 

In re Smith Smith v Smith 

In re Wood Wood v Mumford 





In re Mannington Mannington v 
Mannington 


Further Considerations. 

Cockshott v Doré Gallery, ]d Law 
Debenture Corpn, ld, v Doré 
Gallery, ld fur con 

Bristol Sublimed Lead Co v Miles 
fur con and motion to vary and 
O R report (not before 15 June) 

In re Mason Hartv Hallewell fur 
con 

Whitwell v Yeo fur con short 

In re Nicholson Nicholson v 
Nicholson fur con 

In re McLelland Adams v McClel- 
land fur con 

In re Willmott re Allen Osborne v 
Mackrill fur con 

Wakelin v Wakelin fur con (short) 

In re Harvey Harvey v Hoare 2nd 
fur con 

3azalgette v Victoria Graving Docks 
Co, 


Before Mr. Justice Strruic. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Winstone v Hodgkins act 
Linton, Clarke & Co v Westgarth 
act 
Otard, Depuy & Co v Otard de 
Montebello, &c, Cold act 
Tufnell v Baron Erskine m f j 
Patten v Harvey act 
Vandeleur v Bright Smith act 
Reed v Ford act & m fj 
Cook vy Mannering act 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
Braddell v Cleveland Auction Mart 
Co,ld act 

Lewis v Darby act pt hd (2nd day 
of sittings) 

In re Crosbie Smith v Crosbie 
adj sums pt hd (10 June) 

Impartial Permanent, &c, Bldg Soc 
v Maconochie m f j (short) 

Expte Bradford and District ‘Trams 
and Tramways Act claims under 
1870, Order 30 11.92 

Greenhill v North British Mercan- 
tile Insce Co act 

Elvidge v Bellingham enquiries 
under order dated 24.10.92 

In re Jones Jones v Mornington 
adj sums 

In re Bustros Bustros v de Nauphal 
m f j 

Greenwood v Sutcliffe two adj 
sums dated 28 & 30 March, 1893 

In re Howell Greenv Howell adj 
sums 

In re Cory, Cory v Hanropp adj 
sumns 

In re Digby, Mansell v Bingham 
adj sumns 


| In re Lean, Lean v Woodward adj 
Burnley v Harland | 


sumns 


| In re Swedish & Norwegian Railway 


Car Trust Cold two adj sumns 
dated 26 & 27 April, 1893 
In re Polson’s Settlement adj sumns 
Jeff vy Jordain m f j (short) 
| Withers y Shand adj sumns 


| Kates vy Thompson m f j (short) 


Dorey v Thompson mf j (short) 

Adams v J Boulton & Co m f j 
(short) 

Edge v Pickard Bros m f j (short) 

In re Hath, Everett v Spencely adj 
sumns 

In re Walker, Lister v Walker adj 
sumns 

In re the Ailesbury Settled Estates 
and 8 L Acts, 1882 to 1890 Adj 
sumns 


| In re Lloyd, Lloyd Greame v Attor- 


ney-General adj sumns 





In re J Barrow, wae v Doses 
adj sumns 


Further Considerations. 

In re Atkinson, Trimble v Wake 
fur conson and two sumns 

In re Lewis, Bridger v Bampfield 
fur conson 
Before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 

C de Murietta & Co, ld, v Inter- 
oceanic Ry of Mexico act 

Carew v Hayes act 

Easton v Preston act {mf j 

Laycock v Harrison act 

Pether v Shaw act 

Robinson v Le Roux act 

Daniel v Wright act 

Clapp v Woodall act 

Davis v Fowler act 

Gething v Mundy act 

In re Printing Telegraph, &c, of the 
Agence Havas, ld, & Co’s Acts 
Ex C G Elvey m to go into 
Witness List by order 

Shorter v Todd Heatly act & mf j 

In re Ribbauds Autill v Ribbauds 
act & m fj 

Chabot v Herbert act & m f j 

Page v Pullman act 


Cause for trial (without witnesses). 
Evans v Davies mf j 


Further Considerations. 

In re Jordan, Serjeantson v Stokes 
F C (reserved by Mr Justice 
Chitty) after Off Referee’s report 
and two motions to vary 

Owen v Roberts fur con 


Adjourned Summonses. 

London & Midland Bk v Goldring 
(15 June) 

In re Jeff West v Millar 

Graham v Richardson 

Inre Anthony Anthony v Anthony 

In re Sampson Glasson v Penver 

In re Duke of Manchester Duke of 
Buccleuch v Duke of Manchester 
Before Mr. Justice Vavcuan 

WI1i1aMs. 

(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
Chancery Division.) 
Petitions. 

Volcanic Aeration Co ld (petn of F 

A Hutchins) 

European gown er & Publishing 
Trust ld (petn of G E Skliros) 

Commercial Banking Co of Syaney 
(petn of the Co) 

City of Melbourne Bank 1d (petn of 
A F H Darley) 

Mercantile Finance Trustees and 
Agency Co of Australia 1d (petn 
of J C Robertson) 

Westwood, Baillie, & Co ld (petn of 
J F Lovering & Co) 

Alliance Stock Exchange, ld, (peti- 
tion of Reavely & Phillips) 

Royal Bank of Queensland, 1d (peti- 
tion of the Co) 

Midland Coal, Coke, and Iron Co, 
ld (petition of Henry Pooley & 
Son) 

The same Co (petition of Webster 
& Co) 

Chamber Summonses. 
In re Marshalls ld 
te Co-operative Supply Stores, 
d 


Read and Sheringham Development 
Co, ld 
Henderson & Spalding, 1d 


Before Mr. Justice Romex. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Transferred by Order dated 10 
March, 1893. 

Napier v Robertson act & mf j 

(Not before 2 June) 
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Thorne v Heard act 

Riches v Caledonian Insce Co act 
Groom v Cheeswright act 
Waterlow v Hill act 


Transferred by Order dated 29th 
April, 1893. 

In re Richardson, Scales v Heyhoe 
act & adj sums 

Marshall v Evans act 

Singer Manufacturing Co v Spence 
act (Not before 15 June) 

Litt v Distington Iron Co act 

Nahmaschinen Fabrik Vormals 
Frister, &c, v Singer Manufactur- 
ing Co act (Not before 15 June) 

ee &e, Ry Co v Powell, Duffryn 

2, Coal Co act 

he nd Curling, Curling v Scriven 
act 

Gordon v Ashe act 

In re Copeland, Mitchell v Bain act 
(not before 2 July) 

Thorougood vy Whittaker act 

Plymouth Breweries, ld, v Carr act 
&mfj 

White v Greening act 

Midgeley v Smith act 

Winter v Anderson act 

Rath v Waddington, Rath, & Co, ld 
act 

Evershed v Bell act 

Smaridge v Prowse act 


; Clarke v Foster act 


Wheeler v Sargeant act 

Collins v Hall act 

Inre Smout Jones v Smout adj 
sums 

Purkiss v Brittain act 

Leman v Collier act 

Collins v Beale act 

Lever v Land Securities Cold act 

In re Gordon Gordon v Stuart act 
Defendant dead 

Palmer v_ Agricultural Co of 
Mauritius ld act 

Mayor, &c, of Oxford v Crow act 

Thomson v Greta Collieries 1d act 

Jessop v Jessop act 

In re Southall Onions v Tooley 


act 

Page v Midland Ry Oo act & 3rd 
party question, &c 

Tighe v Grosvenor act 

In re Bent Taylor v Blackwell adj 
sums 

Slater v Ponsford act 

Budgett v Budgett 
Budgett act & sumns 

Gray v Stone & Funnell 

mf 


Meakin v 
act & 


enn v Asquith act 

Roach v Roach act 

Learoyd v Halifax Joint Stock 
Banking Co act 

Thorne v Thorne act 

Haines v Jarvis act 

In re Mercer Green v Watson act 

Hardcastle v Townend act 

Allen v Billington act 

Isaac v Young act 

Kirkleatham Local Board vStockton, 
&c, Water Board act 

Dinn v Lamb act 

Turner v Springall act 

Clients’ Investments Co ld v Collins 


act 
Jones v Great Western Colliery Co 
ld act & mtn 
Martin v Cross act 
Lawrence v Newmarch act 
Barker v Addenbrooke act 
Stretton v Sussex Universal &c Soc 
act 


| Hyde Conservative Building Co ld 


vShaw act 

Field v Laitwood act 

Pauchen v Warlow act 

Rutley v Robinson act 

Crosthwaite v Moorwood Sons & Co 
act 8 O till specification amended 
by order 

White v Brown act 


2 
2ec7 st 


Py 


< 
i. Se 
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Dulfus v Everitt act dians adj sums (not before 

Allhusen v Eden 1891 A 1619 act | July 1) 

Allhugen v Eden 1893 A145 act Metropolitan Coal Consumers Asscn 
—_—— | v Sherriff act 


Metropolitan Coal Consumers Asecn 
v Dando act (not before 3 July) 
PRP waco v Edgbaston Brewery Co, 


ld act (not before Michaelmas 


Before Mr. Justice Waicur. 
—s as an additional Judge of 
e Chancery Division.) 
Remaining Causes for Trial (With 
Witnesses). Sittings) 
Forrest v Walker act | Ferrand v Denholme Local Board 
In re the Petroleum Wells of Ger- | act (not before 5 March, 1894) 
many Syndicate, ld and Co’s Acts, | Saunders v Ross act (S. "O. with 
| 
| 


expte Mr J M Henderson motion | liberty to restore when ready) 
for removal of name from register | 
Hodgson v de Veyeey act Standing over generally. 
Alabone v Morton act | Bell v Bell act 


Wotton v Millman act 

Bonner v Bonner act 

Miln v London Co-operative Supply 
Stores, ld act 

Birt v Gavin act 

Peache v Wimbledon Local Board 
act 


Jones v Pim, Vaughan & Co act 
(not before June 1) 

Lancashire v Hunt act Lancashire 
v Maynard and Hunt act (SO 
till June Ist but not to be placed 
in paper without special order) 

Attorney-General v Fareham Guar- 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Comp -ron-SuiTu.--May 19, at 22, Sumner-place, South Kensington, the wife of Wm. C 
Compton-Smith, r-at-law, of a daughter. 
LaTuam.—June 1, at 7, Cheyne-court-mansions, Chelsea, 8.W., the wife of Alexander 
Mere Latham, bar tister-at-law, of a son. 
Mickrem.—June 4, at Fairlight, Willesden-lane, the wife of Nathaniel Micklem, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Rentox.—May 28, at 8, Berkeley-road, Crouch-end, London, N., the wife of A. Wood 
Renton, barrister-at-la w, of a daugh' 
TrustramM.—May 20, at 159, Adelaide-road, South Hampstead, the wife of Edward J. 
Trustram, M.A., solicitor, ofa daughter (stillborn). 


MARRIAGES. 


Jounstoy—Wnicut.—June 1, at the parish church of St. sees veelieg . 
Johnston, solicitor, of Stockport, to Beatrice ne second daughter of 


Wright, of Lygon House, Cale G Stock; 
McNeinr—Wappineton.—June 1, at H. M.’s gation, F meg bee ey MeNéeill, ae ene 
isy), eldest ter of pioanuan 
Waddington, The Chestnuts, Pangbo' : 
Wuireuneap—RarTusong, 
Philip H. Rathbone, Esq, of Greenbank Cottage Wavextres 
caieen 


at-law, of the Inner Temple, to 
May 18, at Befton- ‘k Chure 
. of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-la w, to organ my Rng ~ my ~ bn = 
Austix.—June rn at Parkfield, Bishop’s-road, Highgate, Joseph Austin, late of Oxford, 


solicitor, 
Browne.—. i ir, at_Heigham-grove, Norwich, William John Utten Browne, J.P., 
barrister-at-law, aged 88. 


Epp1s.—May 23, at Stoke Bisho Phacaee Arthur Shelley _ Q.C., of 12, Mandeville- 
place, London, judge of the Clerkenwell County Court, aged 76. 

Howarp.—June 3, at his residence, 25; Heathfield-terrace, Gunnersbury, Frank Howard, 
solicitor, 1 and 2, Bucklersbury, E.C. 

Jouyson. May 31, at Westwood, Rawson-road, apace Liverpool, Alexander Johnson, 

amg ey yn a Hoos. Willis Lord, M.A., Registrar 
ORD.— 27, at 5, Dorset-square, Henry m of the Chief 
Probate try, Somerset House, aged 59. 

Sranway.—May 30, at his coaionae 18, Lancaster-road, West ‘Dulwich, 8.E., Edward 
Fancutt Stanway, ‘solicitor, aged 44. 

Wales -—June 5, at Lavender Sweep, Clapham, Charles Edward Wilson, solicitor, 
aged 36. 








WakvING TO tnTENDING House wien & Lessess. ee 
a house have the py arrangemen na expert from The from The 
Sani entilation 


itary Engineering & Co. "a aoe 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Cflicsn be &o.—[Apvr.] 
‘“‘STAMMERING : Its Treatment,”’ post-free for 18 stam itten 
who cured himself after suffering nearly 40 years.—Apply ne an ty Huntingdon’ 
or ‘‘ Sherwood,”’ Willesden-lane, Brondesbury, London vem ages success- 


fully treated. Boys while being cured thorough] Educated and Prepared Examina- 
tions by a University Tutor. foveal — ” 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, June 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoarep ur Cxancery. 
Movxr Moncay Extexvep Goip Mrytxe Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
fag & 1, to send their names and addresses, ‘and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henry Wilson, to the care of Snell & Co, 1 and 2, George st, Mansion House, solors 


for liquidator 

NorruyLeer Wurre Leap Co, Liarrep—Petn for winding up, presented jiy 31, directed 

to be heard on June 21. Howard, 10, Clifford's inn, solor or petner. ‘otice of ee 
ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the vl of mg 

Suir “ Berraws1a”’ Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 1 nf send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ‘debts or claims, to John Coup- 
land, 14, George st, Mansion House 

Suxpercanp ALBion Foorsaun aAxp Aruteric Co, Linrrep—Creditors are eve pegeieel, we 
before July 15, to send their names and addresses, and the of their debts a 

claims, to John Parker, 47, John st, Sunderland. Trewhitt & Robson, Sunderland, 

es my liquidator 
ovcanic Agration Co, L Ye sin for wining we presented May 16, directed to = 
heard on June 7. rensted & 8 a Finsbury sq, solors for y Notice o: 
pa nape must reach the ald Wrensted & Sharp nt Inter than € clclock tm the after: 

oon of June ¢ 

Wesrrort Watisexp Coat Co, Linrrep—Creditors are are required, on or before September 
1, to send their names and addr and the of ‘their debts or claims, to 
George Carnaby Harrower, College hill chmbra, 

Yerravauyiais aAwp Swawsxa Coturery Co, Tanves ive for winding up, 
June 1, directed to be heard on June 21. Smiles & Co, 15, Bedford row, agents for Lowis 
& Sons, Walsall. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 


i 


o'clock in the afternoon of June 29 








Us.iourep iu Caaxcery. 


R. District Water Co—Creditors are required to send in the of their 
‘sine on or balece Duly 26. John Bayliss Rhyl District Water , Paradise st, 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Fiycucey Co-opzrative Soctety, Luurep, Henley House, Middlesex. May 29 
Fasenpiy Aipiye Socisty, urch hill, . May 2 
Giax Oewy Lover om rat Tave Ivonrres, St Daviv’s Uniry, Glamorgan. 


Ma: 
Lore U Usrrep Lover or rue Soxs or Isragtu Society, Cutlers’ Arms, Cutler st, Hounds- 
ditch, May 29 


Porsuers or beans Society, 4, Raven row, Spitalfields. May 30 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep in CHANCERY 


K1ve’s Cross Co-operative va Goere py heey ay 7 me are required, on or bate =z 


10, to 

Bs 

TH Oswauy & Oe eee claeeeiilinie to send 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

Oswald, wMiford Haven. Milford Haven, solor for 


Vase ? & Co, eager = pode ge on or — July naan their 

arbidge, of Hoole chmbrs, Bank sty Sheteld. Rodgers & Co, Sheffield, solors for 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 

Bosrow Provipent £10 Buatat Society, 10, Cheyney st, Boston, Lincoln. June 2 


lai 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, May 19. 
Apnison, Mary, Cumberland ter, Regent's Park July1 Harrison & Powell, Raymond 
bldgs, Gray’s inn 


Anmegees, » Josurn, Rainhill, nr Prescot, Lancs, Painter June 24 Thornely & Cameron, 
v 

Buareeet, Joux, Stone, nr Dartford, Kent, Farmer July 1 Ridley & Chancellor, 
Bartisy, Avexayper Hotyoaxe, Oxford st, Bootmaker July 1 Saxton & Morgan, 


Somerset st, sq 
Benvy, Ricuarp, Camden rd, Gent July3 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 
Buacxett, Any, Harrogate July1 Stanton & Atkinson, Newcastle on Tyne 
Bonp, Hanray, Frant, Sussex, Builder June24 Cripps & Son, Tunbridge Wells 
Boysor, Rovert, Bradford, Gent June 20 Rhodés, Bradford 
Carrer, Ex1za, Ailsworth, co Northampton May 31 Percival & Son, Peterborough 
Cazix, Euma, Pouilly sur Loire, La Nievre, France June 15 Nokes & Stammers, 
Coie, Hexry, Yeovil, Gent June 21 Bollen, Yeovil 
Creswevtt, Witi1am, Gt Marlow, Bucks June 12 Cripps, Gt Marlow 
Cross, Ropert, Berkeley sq, M.D. July1 Bowker, Gray's inn sq 
Daviss, Witu1aM, Small Heath, Aston juxta Birmingham, Gent July 1 Sanders & Co, 
Dawson, Tuomas, Boston, Lincs, Innkeeper June6 Waite & Co, Boston 
px Cersat, Hexry Sicisuuxp, Rev, West Horsley Rectory, Surrey June 2i Withers & 
Withers, Arundel st, Strand 
a oS. High st, North Finchley, Auctioneer June 20 Byfield, Great St 
PSE... Lao Rue 1 Paris June 24 Street & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Gittow, Isanetua, Stock, Essex June 15 Fooks & Co, Carey st 
Cones, Boe St George’s ter, Gloucester rd, South Kensington Augi Shepheards 
hill, 8t John’s Wuod, Esq June 16 Lawrence, Essex st, Strand 
Hatriy, Saran, Coventry, Furniture Dealer June 19 Minster, Coventry - 
Harrap, Hitary Jamxs, Skirbeck, Lines, Baker Juneé Waite & Co, Boston 
Hear, Joux, Nantwich, Boot Manufacturer June24 Martin, Nantwich 
Hevars, Eowarp, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer Jane 19 Minster, Coventry 
Hooxixs, Parre, Whitwell, I-°W, Clerk in Holy Orders June 20 Houlder, Chancery lane 
Lewis, Soruta, Aberystwyth June 2é Joseph Davies, Aberystwyth 
Mackay, Arcuiwacp Fraser, Tiverpool, Gent June27 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 
Macuysteam, Cuances Hitxs, Torquay, Doctor of Medicine June 12 Hooper & Woollen 
juay 
Mary, Seema Las, Furnival’s inn, Solicitor June 20 Paice & Cross, Furnival’s inn 
Mo.esworts, Wittiam Nassav, Shawelough, Rochdale June 17 Molesworth, Rochdale 
Soon, Jom, Colwyn Bay, co Denbigh, Private Hotel Proprietor August 1 Nunn, 
Moss, Watrer, uet court, Fleet st, Gent June 30 Chamberlain, Finsbury sq 
Pisrse, Hexry pe Lacy, Trafi rd, East Greenwich June 16 Ruddle & Gurney- 
Win Blackheath =~ lane 


ter, rd, and Sou Gest Jey is 
Fou.ase, Wittiam, Windermere, Gent J Janson & Co, cirous ; Bownass, 
Reap, yn Denmark Hill, Surgeon June 25 Smiles & Co, Bedford 
row 
Ropeats, foun Troventox, Coed du, co Flint, Esq June 15 Simpson & Co, Moor- 


Mn Carrars Wi..1Am, Grossenor, Bath June #4 Dixon, Pewsey, Wilts 

Sewarp, Amexia, the Grove, Camberwell June 29 Simpson & Co, Three Crown square, 

Suanvtow, Many, Meaford, Stone, Staffs, Farmer June 2i Birch, Stone 

Srerusns, Lourea, Brighton June 23 Evershed & Shapland, Brighton 

Srevays, Eeruxr, Goathurst Common, Sundridge, Kent June 16 Knocker & Co, Seven- 
o 

Terie, Cuanizs Henvert, Redgrave rd, Putney, Gent July 1 Laundy & Co, Strand 

Tomas, Ricuann Drycxor June 19 Borlase & Co, Penzance 

Vaus, Cuantorrs, Edith rd, West Kensington June 17 Grover & Co, King’s Bench 


Wares, Some Sasuse, Viewage gree, Kensington, Esq June 17 Leonard & Pilditch, 


Wickens, Hansiet Faaxces, Sonning, Berks June19 Patersons, Lincoln's ian fields 
Wours, Ayts Mary, Chawton, Hants June 30 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's inn fields 


Grove, Cuan.es, 
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Woop, Cuas.es, Stamford, Piano Manufacturer June 30 Atter, Stamford 


Yousa, Faeperic Row.anp, Finsbury pk rd, Hornsey, Minister of the Free Church July 
1 To & Jones, Swindon 





London Gazette.—-Turspvay, May 23. 

A.tes, Ropert Mansuatt, Welbourn Hall, nr Grantham, Doctor of Medicine, Deputy 
General Inspector of Hospitals in HM Army July 1 Myatt, Abchurch lane 
Beane, Cuartotre Lavra, Cromwell rd, Kensington July 20 Palmer & Co, Trafalgar 

square 
Baartey, Wittiam Tuomas, Darenth rd, Stamford Hill, Woollén Agent July 3 Saxton 
& Son, Queen Victoria st 
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Ivcuam, Tromwas, and Saran Ivanam, Lutits Heath, nr Farnworth, Lancs June 25 
Tyrer & Mackenzie, Liverpool 

Love, Hoxora Any, Newport, Mon July 15 Le Brasseur & Bowen, Newport, Mon 

Maxve ry, Witt1am, South Norwood Park, Surrey,Gent June 30 Dommett, Gresham st 

Mirenevt, Hexry Saurru, Isham, co Northampton, Shoemaker June 30 Bull, Kettering 

Mortex, Marx Brouiey, High rd, Hayes, Maltster July 5 Woodbridge & Sons, 
Uxbridge 


| Nicuots, Samvet, Maroochy River, Queensland, Australia, Farmer June 9 Wilkins & 


Browy, Hennietra, New lane, Gainsford st, Bermondsey June 10 Robinson, Furni- | 


's inn 
Bureixsuaw, W1111am, Sheftield, Saw Handle Maker June 24 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Coorer, Artuur, George st, Mansion House, Esq June 30 Park & Co, Essex st, Strand 


Cooper, ag Quinton, nr Halesowen, Worcs, Licensed Victualler May 31 Wright, 
eat 


Davis, Ricuanv, Pomeroy st, New Cross rd, Manufacturer of Chemicals June 18 Sidney, | 


bury circus ts 
Dvuecuesy, Joun Paur, North Dalton, Yorks, Farmer June19 White, Great Driffield 


Dvxx1xG, Joux, Great Driffield, Yorks, Gent June19 White, Great Driffield 
Eraixetox, Sir Joux, Winkfield,",Windsor June 30 Rowcliffes & Co, Bedford row 
Fisner, Sovomoy, Fenchurch st June 2i Anning, Cheapside 

Gites, Axna Mania, Chew Magna, Somerset July 1 Gibbs, Bath 

Gitroy, Rosert Hexry, Norton jHall, Worcs, Gent June 24 Hughes & Brown, Wor- 


cester 
a: ~ eae Hesry, Ottery 8t Mary, Devon, AleAgent June 24 Roberts, Ottery 
t 


Harpcastxe, Isaac, Barnsley, Insurance Agent July 1 Newman & Bond, Barnsley 
Hastam, Estuer, Lostock, Lancs June 30 Ramwell, Hindley 


Ivoram, Lioxet But, Spitalfields Market, Salesman June 30 Betteley, Finsbury 


reus 
JaRnatt, Jane, Nafferton, Yorks June19 White, Gt Driffield 
Jexxixs, Hexry Wittiam, Bromley, Kent, Baker June7 Jackson, Cannon st 
Leicu, Rovert, Himley, Staffs, Yeoman July 1 Manby & Son, Wolverhampton 
May, Jane, South Ashford, Kent July1 Lewin & Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Moox, Saran Awyvxe, Brighton July8 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 
08, Dee Buckixcuam, St Lawrence, I W, Colliery Proprietor June 19 Butler & 
s 
Ports, Haxwau, Park row, Newcastle upon Tyne August 1 Chartres & Youll, New- 
castle upon Tyne 


Paiestiey, James Nicnou., Ovenden, Halifax, Woollen Manufacturer June 30 Eng- 


» Halifax 
Suaw, Joun Warp, Tettenhall, Staffs, Farmer July 1 Manby & Son, Wolverhampton 
Suaw, Susansau, Tettenhall, Staffs July 1 Manby & Son, Wolverhampton 
Surrien, Exviza Exizasetru, Brentwood, Essex June 24 Whitehead, Fleet st 
Tayior, Ropert Marcuant, Bedford row, Gent July 1 Church & Co, Bedford row 
Tuomrsox, ALrrep Boye, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, Physician June 24 
& Co, King st, Cheapside 
Tomuix, Saran, St Stephen’s rd, Bow July 1 Cattarns & Co, Mark lane 
TreGenxt, Jessie, Oxton, Birkenhead June18 Peacock & Co, Liverpool 
Wattett, Duxcax, Fenchurch st, Provision Merchant July 24 F W & H Hilbery, 
it St Helens 
Warp, Rosert, High Langdale End, nr Hackness, Yorks, Farmer Turnbull 
& Co, Scarborough 
Wersrer, Heven Acxes, Scarborovgh June 21 Nelson & Co, Leeds 
Youse, Jonx, Tettenhall Wood, Staffs, Gent July 1 Manby & Son, Wolverhampton 
London Gazette.—Frivay, May 23. 
Bays, Josern Auerose, Canon, D D, Nazareth house, Hammersmith 
& Co, Old Burlington st 
Baskenrrizip, Hesry, tle, Foreman Joiner June 15 Buller & Cross, Birmingham 
Barsox, Joux, Garston, Lancs July1 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
Beasiey, Exvizasetu, Bunklow, co Warwick July 1 Woodcock & Co, Coventry 
Bexxett, Axyz, Stone, Staffs June 27 Birch, Stone 
Canter, Marios Jane, Ospringe, Kent July 10 Tassell & Son, Faversham 
Cuausers, Joux, Peckham rd, Camberwell, Gent July 31 Stevens & Co, Brighton 
wee Tuomas, Boxmoor, Herts,Gent June 30 Snow & Co, Great St Thomas 
e 


July 5 


June 22 Halses 


Coates, Constance Meta, Torquay June 30 E & E A Harley, Bristol 

Cocxsves, Maser Ross, Leinster sq, Bayswater July 20 Arnould & Son, New court, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Covttuanrp, Eveaxor, Lytham, Lancs July 6 W & J Cooper, Preston 

Ceesswer, Jous, Faversham, Kent, Engineer July 10 Tassell & Son, Faversham 

Dest,'Stayvey, Sloane st June 30 Bird & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Gvurox, Cuantes Laxoronp, Clifton, Bristol, Clerk in Holy Orders July 17 Stamp & 
Co, Honiton 

Harxcock, Georcr, Clarence rd, Lower Clapton, Surgeon June 30 
Old Broad st 

Hovcxis, Hexry, North Fen Bourn, Lincs, Farmer June 30 Bell & Co, Bourn 

Hoxrwoop, Fran es Ans, Lewes, Sussex July 20 Woodrooffe & Burgess, 1, New sq, 

n’s inn 
Howorrn, Eowanp, Liverpool, Esq June 24 Woodcock & Co, Bury 


Stacpoole & Co, 


} 


Van Sandau | 


Co, Gresham House 

Orvrennetm, Emit, Mainz,Germany June2 Rehder, Mincing Jane 

Payne, Joun, Little Grove st, Lisson Grove, Cab Proprietor June 24 Reader & Co, Ely pl 

Po..arp, Joux, Burton, nr Neston, co Chester, Farmer June 30 Morrison, Liverpool 

Rozenrts, Curves, Shaftesbury, Dorset, Grocer June 30 Burridge & Co, Shaftesbury 

Suarp.Low, Tuomas, Meaford, Stone, Staffs, Innkeeper June 27 Birch, Stone 

Sairu, Ox1ve, Derby June15 Eddowes & Son, Derby 

Sratuam, Josern, Alrewas, Staffs, Butcher July 1 Burton, Burton on Trent 

Vicx, Mary, Cainscross, Glouces July 1 Witchell & Sons, Stroud 

Viviay, Mania, Folkestone July 6 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Witson, Exizanetn Mary, Cookham Dean, Berks July 10 Crump & Son, Philpot lane 

London Gazette.—Turspay, May 30. 
Avans, Soruta, St Stephen’s rd, Lewisham June 24 Mote & Son, Queen st 
AUDLA > Esity, Ackenthwaite, Milnthorpe, Westmrld July 1 Harrison & Milne, 
cendal 

Baryes, GrorGe Rosinson, Ewell, Surrey, MD June 20 
Lincoln’s inn 

Brierty, Frances Coorer,Leamington July 11 Twist & Sons, Coventry 

Busuett, Francis, Southampton, Brick Manufacturer June 26 Page & Grierson, 
Southampton 

Carr, Epwarp Newrow, Leek, Staffs, Gent Aug1 Hacker & Allen, Leek 

Carrer, Jonny, Red Lion st, Clerkenwell, Plate Chest Manufacturer July 5 Leach, Lan- 

d 


caster place, Strani 
Cuvrcu, Georcr, Upper Hardres, Kent June 20 Hallett & Co, Ashford 


Coorer, Percy Hartsnorye, Torquay, Esq June 26 Ingram & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Dopp, Exv1zasetu Jane, Egremont, nr Liverpool June 24 Jessopp & Co, Sleaford 
Duriine, Constance Cuartorre, Weston super Mare June 30 Matthews, Woburn pl, 


Russell sq 
Every, Sir Heyry Fiower, Eggington Hall, co Derby, Bart July 11 Small, Burton on 


Trent 


Hunters & Haynes, New sq, 


| Eyre, Henry, Buxton, Postmaster June 30 Taylor, Buxton 


Fisuer, Isumagc, Bolt court, Fleet st, Gent July 18 Nash & Co, Queen st 

Frercuer, Avrues, Stansbatch, Stanton upon Arrow, co Hereford June 24 Temple & 
Philpin, Kington Sie 

Geauam, Georce, Yardley, Wores July 18 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 

Greet, Caruenixe, Plymouth June 24 Wilson & Loye, Plymouth 

Haut, Henry, Yatesfield Farm, Northumbrid June 14 Dixon & Co, Sunderland 

Hickman, Tuomas Joseru, Hatton gardep, Ivory Turner June 24 Puior, Finsbury 


pavement . . 
Homes, George Haywarp, Bishopston, Bristol, Gent July 31 Spofforth, Bristol 


Jexks, AnTuur, Warrington, Licensed Victualler June 20 White & Sons, Warrington 


| Lewis, Bensamiy, Carmarthen June 24 Morris, Carmarthen 


Macpoxatp, Jony Rosertsox, Liverpool, Coal Merchant 


| Pavmer, Wittiam Isaac, Reading, Biscuit Manufacturer 


July 11 Lewis & Davies, 
Liverpoo! 

New, Mantua, Nottingham July 5 Hunt & Williams, Nottingham 

O.tver, Henry, Harrogate, Chartered Accountant June 29 Butler & Middlebrook, 
Leeds 

Patuer, Cuartes Epwarp, Doncaster, Solicitor July 4 Atkinson & Son, Doncaster 

July 31 Smith & Sons, 

Lincoln’s inn fields 


| Pearsox, Hargier Pixpar, Kingston Hill, Surrey June 20 Brundrett & Co, King’s 


Bench walk, Temple HS : 
Puitiirs, Taomas Apams, Cannon st, Solicitor June 30 Woods, College hill 
Pursaut, Wituiam Sapier, King William st, Strand, Architect July 8 Lewin & Co, 


Southampton st, Strand 

Povmore, Wittiam, Whittington, Northwold, Norfolk July 15 Herbert, Cork st, Bur- 
lington gardens 

Roserrs, Josern, Paxford, Wores,Gent July 10 Kendall, Bourton on the Water 

Rosixsox, Mary, Cockermouth, Cumbrid August 1 Benson, Cockermouth 

Rowprex, Freverick Hexry Yeoman, Doncaster, Bank Cashier June 1 
Halifax ; 

Russy, Ricuarp, Commercial rd, Peckham, Gent June 30 C & E Woodroffe, Gt Dover 
st, Southwark 

TURNER, nam, Seymour st, Portman square, Esq 
inn fie! : 

Vicxress, Tuomas Anert, Slinfold, Sussex, Farmer July 31 Hamlin & Co, Fleet st 

Wacuors, Henry, oneents Mon, Surgecn Lieutenant Colonel, Army Medical Department 
July25 Gibbs & Moxon, Newport, Mon on: 

Wausrary, Evizaseru Davixs, Coventry June 21 Buller & Cross, Birmingham 

Wa.pen, Jouy, Maiden lane, Covent Garden June 30 Buxton & Co, Sackville st 

Wakrp.z, Heyry, Burton upon Trent, Esq July 11 Small, Burton upon Trent 

Wiveer, Joux Avstix, Plymouth, retired Cabinet Maker July 31 Howard & Shelton, 


‘Tower chambers, Moorgate : 
Wiciis, Wirtiam Grorce, Grosvenor Park rd, Hoe st, Walthamstow, Builder June 30 


Layton & Webber, St Helen’s place 


Morton, 


June 23 Ingram & Co, Lincoln’s 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, June 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aspnrave, SoLomox Hram, Petherton rd, Canonbury, Stock- 
roker High Court Pet May12 Ord May 3 
Baxer, Wittiam Henny Geeexrietv, Wedoesbury, Baker 
Walsall Pet May 25 Ord May 29 
Bexxer, Joux, Bristol, Commercial Traveller 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Beexnanp, Henuaxx, late New Broad st, Cigar Importer 
Court Pet Mayi1l Ord May 29 
Born, Jvuiivs Mivpterox, Godalming, Surrey, retired 
Colonel in H M Army Godalming Pet May 15 Ord 


Bristol 


y 

Brows, Wittiam Hewry, Eastbourne Greengrocer East- 
bourne Pet May 20 Ord May 29 

Buckxaut, Antuve, Liverpool, Gas Fitter Liverpool Pet 
May 30 Ord May 20 

Cuvecurr, Cuar.es, ogy 4 Waltham, Hants, Cabinet 
Maker Southampton Pet May 15 Ord May 29 


Ciasx, Feaxx Heusent, Dames rd, Forest Gate, Cycle 
Manufacturer High Court Pet May 30 Ord May 30 


Ciark, Joun Feepentcx Francis, Cambridge, Hairdresser 
‘Cambridge Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Creaver, Jutia, Gt Yarmouth, Lodging house Keeper Gt 
Yarmouth Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Co.temas, Tuomas Beppow, Darlaston, Staffs, Plumber 
Walsall Pet May 30 Ord May 31 

Coorer, George Witttam, Liverpool, Commission Agent 
Liverpool Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Cross, Jouy, Herserr, Didsbury, Lancs, Mercantile Clerk 
Stockport Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Daixtree, Cuances James, formerly of Petworth, Sussex, 
late Solicitor Brighton Pet Jan17 Ord May 6 

Deacos, Joux Wiiiiam, New Bond st, Dressmaker High 
Court Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Evwanps, Stoxey, Sevenoaks, Kent, Butcher Tunbridge 
Wells Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Fisuern & Suanere, Queen Victoria st, Ironmongers High 
Court Pet May10 Ord in 

Fox, Roserr A.rrep, Bradford, Wool Merchant Bradford 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Grouse, Feepenicx, Chipping Norton, Oxon, Doctor of 
Medicine Oxford Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Gitisos, Faepericx Witiiam, Stamford, late Confectioner 
Peterborough Pet May 30 Ord May 30 


Guieapow, Cuaries Artuun, Gainsborough, Journalist 
Lincoln Pet >! 31 Ord May 31 

Havuipay, Jouy, Halifax, Butcher Halifax Pet May 27 
Ord May 27 

Hamuerroy, Roser, Doncaster, Refreshment Contractor's 
Manager Sheffield Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Harrweit, Georce, Kidderminster, Out of business 
Kidderminster Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Hotupay, Wittuiam Henry, Battersea, Surrey, formerly 
Cora Chandler Wandsworth Pet May 31 Ord May 3l 

Hor«ixs, Wictram, Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, Outfitter 
Pontypridd Pet May 29 Ord May 29 - 

Houseman, Auexrt, Halifax, Marble Mason Halifax Pet 
May 30 Ord May 30 

Jouxs, Joun Hurcuess, St Buryan, Cornwall, Innkeeper 
Truro Pet May 29 Ord May 29 : 

Kxxesone, Cuances, Bettwsycoed, Carnarvonshire, Pro- 
prietor of Lead Mines Portmadoc and Blaenau 

estiniog Pet May13 Ord May 26 

Lameeat, Eowarp, Redhill, Surrey, Grocer Croydon Pet 
May 31 Ord May 31 

Manrit, Owantas James, Cheltenham, Watchmaker Chel- 


tenham os te Ord May 30 
Moore, Hanny, Bradford, Egg Dealer Bradford Pet May 
81 Ord May 31 
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ALEXANDER, nate, Outfitter Reading Pet 
Mowry 12 Ord May 


rox, Joux WILD, Téverpout, aed Hangings Factor 
Narieverpool Pet May 17 Ord May 
KER, Gosess Maancus, Garden po Temple, Barrister 
vue iew High Court | Pet May 29 Ord May'29 
Poots, Samust J, Gerrard’s Cross, Bucks, any Wind- 
sor Ys April 29 Ord May 27 
——— Kent, "Traveller Greenwich Pet 
, ord May 
Price, JAMES prod Chester, Draper Chester Pet May 31 
oF May 81 


ay 

Paice, Joseru, Wednesfield, aa, Farmer Wolverhamp- 
ton Pe t May 27 Ord May 

Ruxzy, Tuomas, Windsor bridge, Selford, Commercial 
Traveller Halifax Pet May 10 Ord Ma 

Roprxson, Frepericx Jony, St Stephen’s = hr Old Ford. 
Bousage Manufacturer High Court Pet May 29 Ord 
May 


Bavapses, - eet Stoke, Devonport, Superannuated In- 
tor Metro — Police East Stonehouse Pet 
May 29 Ord , a. 
Suwpson, JEREMIAH, Burnley, Engineer Burnley Pet May 
30 Ord May 30 
Sxinner, ALyrep Tuomas, Tunbrid = pe Welle, Tailor Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet May 31 Or 
fess. Joun, Salford on Dealer  Gltord Pet May 
Ord May 30 
eo Jouy, a Butcher Birkenhead Pet 
April 26 Ord May 
Wituan, Rascley, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
rd Pet May13 Ord May 29 
Wungtseos, pt yy? Yorks, Farm Manager York 
30 
aie, ap Sl Willenball, Staffs, Coal Dealer Wolver- 
hampton Pet May 12 Ord May 30 
WituraMms, Joun Trevor, Cockspur st, Pall Mall, General 
Financier High Court Pet May 4 Ord Ma 
Wouirenpes, Cuantes Herperr, yf Stock Broker 
Bolton Pet May 19 Ord May 30 
Woorrox, Natuanret, and Exian Reaper, Warwick- 
shire, Hat Manufacturers Coventry Pet May 17 
Ord May 31 
Wrennxatt, Henry, Ulnes Walton, nr > Lanes, 
Farm Labourer Bolton Pet May 31 Ord May 31 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


om ~ Epwin, Cardiff, Decorator June 12 at 2.30 Off 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Beer, Gronae, Dodbrooke, nr Kingsbridge, Devon, Boot 
Maker Junel13atil 10, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
Bexxer, Joun, Bristol, Commercial Traveller June 14 at 
12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Buackwe.t, Cuaries Freperice, Leeds, Milliner June 9 
ati1l Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Bieaxman, Frepericx Cuaries, Worcester, Grocer June 
12 at 10.30 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Berenam, Jonn WiLtiam, ee. Coal Merchant June 
9 at 12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Burton, Rosert Baryet, Leeds, Coach Builder June 9at 
12 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Cuartrres, Epwarp, Gresham st, Eating-house Keeper 
June 13 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Cuark, Joun Freperick Feancis, Cambridge, Hairdresser 
June 16 at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 
Crace, Harny, Gosport, Tobacconist Tose 9 at 23 30 (Off 
Rec, Cambridge Junction, H igh st, Portsmouth 
Crick, Joun, Aber renfig, Glam, Tailor June lsyatil Off 
Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Crosstey, Tuomas, Mereclough, Cliviger, nr Doses, 
Licensed Victualler June 16 at 3 Exchange Hotel, 
Nicholas st, Burnley 
Danrsy, Winutam lapse, Kettering, Baker June 14 at3 
County Court bldgs, Northampton 
Dove.ss, Kerru Kerru, Chester, Insurance Agent June 
12at12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
Dvupmesu, WILLIAM THOMAS, Harpenden, Herts, Saddler 
June 12 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 
Evays, Joux, Cwmavon, Glam, Boot Dealer June 9 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Farqunarsoy, Epwarp Grorae, Naval and Military Club, 
| Gent June 9 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
rey 
Sensen Jonx, Batley, Yorks, Oil Extractor June 9at 3 
Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Groner, Jou Tuomas, and Tomas Tuorxe, Chesham 
Bois, Bucks, Woodenware Manufacturers June 9 at 
11.30 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 
Gitison, FREDERICK Witura, Stamford, late Confectioner 
June 14 at 12.15 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 
ors, Witu1am, Leicester, Machinist ‘June 12 at ii 12.30 
ff Rec, 34, Friar lave, Leicester 
emere M, Mowraau g, Fenchurch st, Tailor June 9 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Gazexway, Josern Exrox, H.M.’s Prison, Wormwood 
Bcrubbs, late Auctioner June 13 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 
Hatpemayx, Joux, Camden Hill rd, Tege Norwood 
June 13at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Hauway, Jonx, Halifax, Butcher June 10 at 10 Off 
Kec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
icone Henry, Colne, Lanes 
at 3.30 Exchan Hotel, Niche st, Burnley 
Hexptry, Marx, Wolverhampton, Clothier June 19 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Heyoare, WitiaM Harris, Cosham, Hants, Sur 
June 26 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 
UseMAN, ALpbert, Halifax, Marble Mason June 10 at 11 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Janmay, Jouy James, Fareham, Hants, Senees House 
Farnisher June 13 at2 145, ‘Chea; 
Joux, Tuomas, Maesteg, Glam, Haulier Jeno 12 at3 Of 
Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Jouxs, Joux Hurcueys, St Buryan, Cornwall, Innkeeper 
June 10 at 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen 


Powell, 
May 


U m 
Staffo 


Dresser June 16 


Joms, Rosert Henny, Wheatsheaf, oa, Truro Shop- 


eeper June9ati2 Priory, Wrexham 





Law , ALE Waterlooville, Baker Ji 
9 at 12 a odes 


EES. hase $8 on 2 


Lesaeseaen, Waser North- 
a ‘Timber Merchant" Suns is at 218 Pom- 


fi 1, T 
Ligarys, Haney, Nuneaton, Warwickshire, Baker June 9 
Ree, 17, Hertford st, Coves 


Mowx, Exizasera Isasetta, Hoylake, 
June 13 at3 Off Rec, 35, pal hapa st, ag, = 

Parker, Grorcre yg 
Law June 13 at 12 

Netr.etox, Grorctr 2 _Daskragty | _ 9 
at 9 Off Ree, 73, Castle tt, Center 

Ricwarpson, Lovisa Bearmc, As Lage 9 Kent, Baker 
June 9 at 9.30 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Ricamonp, Arruaur, 
2. 

Ritey, Taouas, Windsor ford. Commercial 

Traveller June 12 at 10 Rec, Townhall chbrs, 


‘ax 

Rostnsox, Bex, Armley, nr Leeds, Boot Manufacturer 
June 14 atil Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Roety tan’ ge Loete, Bosnge Dealer June 12 at 11 

Park row, 

inaane as Journ, Hempton Green Bata, Publican 
June 10 at 12 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwic! 

Saunpers, James, Stoke, Bu; Tn- 

Metropclitan Police Junel3at12 10, Athe- 


neeum terr, Pl 
Searsy, Joux *"Waiour, — st, Oxford st, Contractor 
June 12at12 Bankru bidgs, Carey st 
Sauirn, Watson, New B: at, Accountant June 12 at 230 
Bankru bl C. 2 2 
EWRY, Heath, irmingham, Journey- 
June 14 at 11 23, Colmore row, Bir- 
mingham 
Srszevz, Ropert, Leeds, Hat Manufacturer June 12 at 12 
0 Leeds 


, 22, Park row, 
Sroxer, LowTHIAn, Ivesto co Durham, Inn- 


m, nr Leadgate, 
— June 12at 11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle 


Ssuru, Jouy 
man B 


on Tyne 
we Epwanp, Blackheath, Kent, = © ay 12 at 
1.30 24, Railway London 
me... Harrison, itwood Mere, Castleford, oe 
June 9 at 11 Off Rec, Bond terrace 
Waketield 
Tarove, Josern Laycock, Aireview, Sileden, Yorks, 
Assistant G June 13 at 1i Off Rec, 31, 
Manor row, B: 
Twitt, James, Weston super Mare, Butcher June 10 at 11 
Bristol Arms Hotel, h st, Bridgwater 


Wappixetox, Josern Epwarp, Blackburn, Herb Beer 
Manu: June 14at 2.30 County Court house, 


Blackburn 
Wuirtixe, Ropert, oN Horfield, Glos, Plasterer 
— ig at 11.30 Rec, Bank chambers, Corn st, 


Wi xiysox, Jouy, Heworth, resin, —_ + papel June 


13 at 11.80 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, Y 

Wotrenvey, Caaries Hersert Bhag Stock Broker 
June 9at3 Sale Rooms, Bowker’s row, Bolton 

Woops, Grorcr, Hardingstone, nr Northam Farmer 
June 14 at 12.15 County Court. bidgs, Nort! 

Warioar, Jouy Ba mill ig ete on * Saaaaad June 14 at 12 

Ww ex 
WRENNALL, a Vines Walton, or Ch Lancs, 
Farm Labourer June 13 at 11 16, Wood st, 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of May 30 :— 
ommess | oi Heaton, Staffs, Farmer June 6 at 11 
Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aaroy, ALrrep Gapnret, my a st, Umbrella Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet May 24 Ord May 27 
Avicavurcn, Wiit1am THomas, 


mingham Pet May 27 Ord May 

Arkinsoy, Henry Gronor, late of ‘Ore, 4 Hastings High 
Court Pet Mar17 Ord Ma 

Beer, Grorcr, Dodbrooke, ar — Devon, Boot 
Maker East 


er net rd May 29 
Benyet, aie Bristol, Traveller Bristol Pet 
May Ord May 30 
Boers,’ Wis, IAM by Eastbourne, Greengrocer East- 
bourne Pet May 29 Ord May 29 
Buckywatt, Arraur, yam Gasfitter Liverpool ' Pet 
May 30 Ord May 30 . 
Cuarrres, Epwarp, Gresham st, Ea! 
rt Pet May 25 Ord May 27 
Crarx, Joun Farpericx _ a a May” Hairdreaser 
Cambridge Pet May 30 y 30 
housa Keeper Gt 
, Commission Agent 


29 
Crossy, Josern Boutox, Abchurch Financial Agent 
Court Pet 19 Ord May 27 
Cross, Joun Henpert, Lanes, 
Pet May 30 May 30 
Curry, Jonx feta rd, Peckham, Grocer 
F —— au Peadford, ie 
= adh Oates 


G es 5 eo} ~ and Taomas Tuorxe, Chesham 
mo ols Woodenware Manufacturers Aylesbury 


a ee cr yl Seeker, Journalist 
mageem, ~~ Oud want 


Giisoy, Ah Wins 


Cuixaver, Jura, Gt Yarm 
Yarmouth Pet May 30 Ord 

Cooper, Geonoe Wituiam, Li 
Li Pet May 29 


Gaaxt, Frev, 

Pet May 30 
re ot nites, ‘putcher Halifax Pet May 27 
ee Honnxs, Doncaster 


‘Sune ae, and Se Hantor, Hanley, 





ies ee Hanley Pet May 20 
Harrwett, “9 haaaeall 


derminster 
a, | Housar, Waren 5 Rosy, ae bag Bsn | 
Hopxtss, mine, Wine ted phe Aa 


Hoxrasie, weenie esti, 
Bristol 


Pet May 18 May 29 
Jom Joun s Beret, Pe ae Innkeeper 
ani hen 


—— pany Has Joux, “pt 
Lane ‘Dewan, — Eaite, Grocer Croydon 
Lay Lawes Tia Fardre, Gam, Innkeeper Pon- 
— Taser, = one » Baker Coven- 
Mante, "Guanes Watchmaker 
fay 30 Ord May 30° 
Marty, Jonx Rat. , ur Lewes, Sussex, Baker 
Lewes eo eS Ord 29 
Sheffield Pet May 11 May 31 ‘ 


McDoveatt, ALLAN, late Team Owner Liver- 
pool Pet 7 30 
ms tee a “gi 
Moons, Husnr, Bradford, Bex Dealer Bradford Pet 
chemin, GeorcE, Miey O! scn Kings Glos, Farmer Chel- 
tenham Pet May6 Ord May 20 
4. ne Farmer Wolver- 


Paice, Joserx Wa 
2d Pet 


Ricwarpsox, la Bearuce, oa aye Baker 
Rosiysoy, Freperick A& Bt 
Sausage Manufacturer High Court Pet -§ "oa 


May 2 
i a Og rg oY 


Srencen, Faepenice W. 


Pet Dec10 Ord 3) 
ge 


ar 
rng * oe gust 
Weionr, came ILLIAM, Stockbroker 
eaten sg) Ord May 30 


Winery, Jonyx Tuck: Wein re, Drape High 
“Court Pet May? Ord May 


Wi .~y > et Yorks, Farm Manager York 
vee Hoon Ia it ot Biptes Cheshire, Civil Engineer 


Wrexnau, , Hex, Ul ian Walton Uris iy, tame 
Labourer 
The f paanant pets ape gg gal 
eatin nc the Louden Gancmte of May 30:— 
Lonquenays, Wituian Hever, Sideup, Kent, Geant 
Croydon Pet April7 Ord May 26 
London Gazetie—Turspar, June 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apaus, Ricnarp, Nottingham, Picture Frame 
er, Fa Pet June3 Ord June 3 
Clothier Sheffield 
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Sen, Joun prea, Derby, Silk Trimming Manufacturer a Yorks, Farmers June 13at11 Off Rec, 74, Beerhouse Keeper High Court Pet May 8 Ord 
Pet June 3 Ord June 3 Newborough st, Scarborough June 1 
Hatretr, James Aurrep, Witiram Cuarntes Hau.err, | Layxororp, THomas, Frindsbury, Kent, Mariner June 15 | Ropisson, Arruur Freperick, Halstead, Essex, Auce 
Mitrorp Hattert, 8t Martin’s pl, Trafalgar sq, at 11.30 Off Rec, Rochester tioneer Colchester Pet May17 Ord Jnnel 
Bankers High Court Pet May 12 Ord June 2 Martin, Jonny Ricuarp, Chailey, nr Lewes, Sussex, Baker | Samm, Wittiam, Aley green, Herts, Dealer Luton Pet 
Hemestep, Natnaniet, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st | June 13 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton June3 Ord June 3 ; 
High Court Pet Maril Ord June 2 McDoveatt, ALLAN, Liverpool, late Team Owner June 14 | Serczant, Samvet, Kingston upon Hull, Merchant’s Fore- 
Hovipex, Wittiamson, Headingley, i Jobbiog at2 Off Rec, 25, Victoria st, Liverpool man Kingston upon Hull Pet Junel Ord Junel 
ener Leeds Pet June3 Ord June Merririevp, Joun, Burnley, formerly Grocer Junel6at4 Ssirn, Exvizaseru, Exmouth, Coal Merchant Exeter 
Hov.pswortn, D & Sox, Heckmondwike, Dey Soap Manu- Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley Pet May1 Ord May 31 
facturers ‘Dewsbury Pet May 25 Ord June 2 Moore, Harey, Bradford d, Egg Dealer : 14 at 11 Off | Sroxer, Lowrurtay, Sean, nr Leadgate, c> Durh 
Jounnsox, Jouy Sewert, Gt Yarmouth, Musician Gt Yar- Ree, $1, Manor row, B Innkeeper Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 20 
mouth Pet June3 Ord June3 Pow BL, Lew 18, Treharris, Glam, Greengrocer June 13 at May 31 3 
Laxororp, Tuomas, Frindsbury, Kent, Mariner Rochester 3 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil Toox, Taouas, Earl Shilton, Leics, Boot Manufacturer 
Pet June 1 Ord Junel Powis, James, ‘Newport, on, Wheelwright te 14 at 12 Leicester Pet June3 Ord June 3 
Marxnam, Witt1am, Gt George st, Solicitor High Court Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon Turrie, James, Wigan, Grocer Wigan Pet June2 Ord® 
May 8 Ord Junel Price, Josern, Wednesfield, Staffs, Farmer Jnne 26 at June 2 ; 
Masters, Fraxx, Southampton, Fish Salesman South- 12.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton vr, Watter, and Georce Waker, Huddersfield, 
ampton 








Pet June 2 Ord June 2 Purser, Witt1amM Tuomas, No mpton, House Decorator diers Huddersfield Pet May16 Ord May 31 
Mesrett, Faxxy, Southsea, Oil Merchant Portsmouth June 14 at 3.30 County Court bldgs, Northampton Wester, Bensamin, South Ossett, Yorks, Journeym 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 Rocers, Epwarp, Bristol, Coachbuilder June 14 at 12.20 Glove Cutter Dewsbury Pet June3 OrdJune3 
Moss, Hexsnatt (jun), Trent vale, Stoke upon Trent, Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol White, Samuet James, Southsea, Refreshment hou 
er Stoke upon Trent Pet May 18 Ord | Simoxps, Witttam Henry James, Reading, Builder's Keeper Portsmouth Pet June3 Ord June 3 ; 
June 1 Manager June 15 at 11.30 Queen’s Hotel, Reading Wiison, WALTER WILLIAM, Westborough, Dewsbury, Come 
Mov.p, Cuartes Revsenx, Maidenhead crt, Aldersgate, | Tuomas, LAvALLIn Ropert Itutyp, Cleeve Hill, nr Chelten- mission Agent .Dewsbury Pet June2 Ord June? 
Cork Merchant High Court Pet June2 Ord June 2 ham, Racing Stable Proprietor June 13 at3.30 County | Wricut, ALFRED, Victoria rd, Walthamstow, Dairyman’s / 
Parken, Jesse, Lege sao? Manufacturer North- Court —— pare . s Cutt Seach Agent High Court Pet June 2 Ord June 2 ; 
ampton Pet April15 O ay 27 Tivy, James Jonatuax, Horsham, Sussex, Colt Breaker y 7 INTT 
Pate on Wiuram, Aston, Birmingham, Retail Brewer June 1Ssat3 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldge, Brighton ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Birmingham Pet June3 Ord June 3 Urrox, Witriam, Rugeley, Staffs, Licensed Victualler | Wourr, Vicror, Hatton Garden, Diamond Merchant High 
Roorrs, Autrrep Erxest, Darlington, Wire Worker June 16 at 11.30 C H Wright, St. Martin's place, Court Aap Jan 29, 1886 Annul June 1 
— on Tees and Middlesborough Pet May 31 Stafford —_ . Vere. 2 
ay 31 Wappy, Samvet Ray, Bridliegton Quay, Yorks, Tron- Es 
Roocrrs, Epwarp, Bristol, Coach Builder Bristol Pet monger June 13 at 12 Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Junel Ord June 1 | Scarborough June 13.—Messrs. Hastam & Sow, at the Queen’s Hotely 
Samu, Wittiam, Aley Green, Herts, Dealer Luton Pet | Warxins, Bensamin, Merthyr Tydfil,Grocer June 13 at 12 Reading, at 3 0 — Amersham Hall Estate (see adve 
June 3 Ord June 3 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil |, a ee ee 
Serceant, Saucer, Kingston upon Hull, Merchant’s Fore- | Warsox WILLIAM, Eckington, Wores, Brewer June 14 at 3 poo Freeho ld Reside ze, at the Mart, E.C., at® 
man Kingston upon Hull Pet June1 OrdJune1 | Off Rec, Worceste: - oe a 7 . —_— or Building Estate” ( 
Tuowas, Uavitts Rosert Ivutyp, Cleeve Hill, nr Chel- | Winsrur, Anraver, ond Josern Cay, Smethwick, Staffs, | J uss vertisement, at Fo ae iis 
tenham, Racing aie Proprietor Cheltenham Pet | Boot’ Makers June 21 at 2 County Court, West | June 16.—Messrs. H. E. oster & Caanrien, at the 
Dec 10 ' Ord Ma: Bromvich E.C., at 2 o'clock, Freehold and Leasehold Residene 
Toox, Tuomas, Ear’ hilton, Leics, Boot Manufacturer ADJUDICATIONS. (see advertisement, June 3, p. 8). 
1 my pod “— . Ord —_! 8 aa > , | Acrmner, Epwarp, sn May nr Cheltenham, Horse | : 
OTTLE, JAMES, igan, Grocer igan et June2 Ori Dealer Pet May6 Or ay 31 T 1 a 
June 2 | Baxs, Joux, Sedbergh, Yorks, Saddler Kendal Pet June N ORTGAGE SECURITIES Wanted foe 
Westey, Bexyamix, South Ossett, Yorks, Journeyman 3 ‘Ord June 3 the Investment of a large Trust Fund ; freeholds¢ 
Glove Cutter ee Pet June3 Ord June 3 | Bixptey, Georor, Leicester, late Licensed Victualler | 1ong leaseholds.—1 ‘articulars to be sent to Bran, BuRNerty 
White, Samvet Jaues, Southsea, Refreshment House | Leicester Pet June2 Ord June 2 & Expripee, 14,  Nichelas-lane, E.C, 
w Keeper ———s = June3 Ord a 3 : Bowker, be ey ——, yy Manufac- 
HITTAKER, JOUN, an Ary Atstoy, Bacup, Lancs, | turer Bradford Pet May 29 O fay 
Coach Builders Oldham Pet May3 Ord May 31 Crark, Frayk Hersert, Dames rd, Forest gate, Cycle | GQ OLIOITORS and Others will find exo 
Witsox, Watter Wiiriam, Westborough, Dewsbury, Manufacturer High Court Pet May 30 Ord June 1 | lent Office to be Let i ‘Co safe Deposit Build 
Commission Agent Dewsbury Pet June 2 Ord | Cuarxson, James, and Toomas CLarkson, Apperley Bridge, | cery-lane, close st wy yA —_——_ her Majesty's Pat 
June 2 Yorks, Coal Merchants Bradford Pet May 13 | Offices ; electric light and hal poowe boy momenger baxea 
‘Wrerorp, Georce R R, Kathleen rd, Lavender Hill, June 2 —Apply CoLLEctor’s Osesce, » Chaneery-lane. 
— Accountant Wandsworth Pet May 2 Ord | Cowres, Antuvr Enoar, Kingswood, Glos, Bath Stone . 
ane 1 Mason Bristol Pet June 2 Ord June 2 
‘Waicut, Atrrep, Victoria rd, Walthamstow, Dairyman’s | Doveras, Kerrn Keita, Chester, Insurance Agent Chester | he SOLICITORS.—To be Let, a capi 
Agent High Court Pet June2 Ord June 2 Pet May 12 Ord June 2 Suite of Ground Floor Offices in Old Jewry ; 
FIRST MEETINGS Exuiorr, Grorce Wi.uiam, Derby, Tailor Derby Pet | vacated by a firm of Solicitors; well fitted.—Apply ta 
. Jun>2 Ord June 2 | Messrs. Percy MattHews & MArrHew 8, Auctioneers, § 
Awnprews, Georce James, Bridge, Hungerford, Berks, | Fisnern, Freperick Wittiam, and Lawernxce WILLIAM | Old Jewry, BC. ; 
late Miller June 14 at 3.30 Few & Dreweatt, Suarre, Queen Victoria st, Ironmongers High Court , 
Market place, Newbury Pet May 10 Ord June 1 Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
Aprrerty, Epwarp, Hatherley, nr Cheltenham, Horse | Foster, Curisropner, Lancaster, Beerseller Preston Pet | 
Dealer Junei3at4 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham May 19 Ord June 2 THE IMPERIAL INSURANCE OOMP4A 
Aauisnaw, Frepesicx, Haughton, Staffs, Farmer June | Garpxyer, Hesry, — Lanes, Joiner Oldham 
16 at 12 C H Wright, St Martin’s pl, Stafford Pet June2 Ord June 2 umitep, FIRE. 
Bowxes, Tuomas, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Cotton Manu- | Goopiirr, Harry, Springfield, Essex, Mineral Water | id 
ae el June 19 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Manufacturer Chelmsford Pet May 20 Ord June 2 Established 1803. 
Bradfo: Gairritus, Cuartorre, Carmarthen, Draper Carmarthen road-street, Mall 
Burt, Tuomas, Callon, Worcs, Farmer Junei3ati11 Off Pet June2 Ord June 2 ™ | 3, OA bg : O., ond 38, eli 8.0, 
Rec, Worcester ; Harvinc, Harry Berrranp, Sutherland st, Pimlico, | Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000, 
Byryez, James, Runcorn, Cheshire, Grocer June 16 at | formerly Licensed Victualler High Court Pet May 26 | Total Funds £1,600,000. 
11.15 Court house, U; awl Bank st, Warrington Ord June 1 | E. COZENS SMIT 
Cuurcner, Cnaries, Bisho; Waltham, Hants, Cabinet | Houtpzx, Wituiamsox, Headingley, Leeds, Jobbing : H, : 
Maker June 13at3 0 Ree, 4, East’ st, Southamptom Gardener Leeds Pet June3 Ord June 3 | General Manager, © 
Cuark, Fraxx Hervert, Dames rd, Forest Gate, Cycle | Hunt, Hervert, late of Parkeston, Essex, Grocer Col- — 


Manufact J 1 t Bank bldgs, 
eee ON | mseasons, Ouansee, Bettwe-7-loed, Carmarvonshise, Pro- | |THE EQUITABLE FIRE AND ACCIDEW 


Carey 
Coorzr, Georce Witiiam. Liverpool, Commission Agent rietor of Lead Mines  Portmadoc and Blae 
Pi Sng eat 3 = Rec, *. btn ig gg ‘estiniog Pet May 11 Ord Junel OFFICE, LIMITED. 
wiLes, Artuur Encar, Kingswo Glos, Bath Stone | Ketty, Josern Patrick, Bridgnorth, Salo Sictesion | y 7 
Maron eee at 1.15 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn Madeley Pet Mayi11 Ord May es » HANCHESEEE, LONDON, GLASGOW; 
ris | Lanerorp, Tuomas, Frindsb Kent, Mariner Rochester - 
Deacox, Witttam Carter, Newbury, Berks, Saddler Pet June1 Ord June “Wate a. a Me - 
June 14 at 2.30 Few & Dreweatt, Market pl, Newbury | Mernetr, Fanxy, oe, Oil Merchant Portsmouth | RNG AL SHC (1801) ove 7 ++ £140,000, 
Evans, Joux, Mumbles, nr Swansea, Chomniet June 13 at Pet May 81 Ord May 31 Security To Insurep, over oe --. £460,000. 
12 Off Ree, 31, Ale xandra rd, Swanse | Mowx, Exvizapetn Isapetta, Ho Mee Seetin, Widow 2 
Fox, Ropert Atrrep, Braiford, Wool Merchant June 15 Birkenhead Pet May 19 Ord Ma AGENCY. — Gentlemen who can introduce 80U 
er at +o Off ae, 31, | Manor row, Bradford . | Pavey, Witiiam, and Frep Pacey, 1. Harden Beck BUSINESS invited to apply for Agency. 
trix, Hexry, Birmingham, olesale Jeweller June 16 | Mills, nr Bingley, Yorks, late Worsted 8; - 
¢ at a 23, y Colenere row, Birmingham ford Pet April $6 Ord June 1 ys a eee Cares & Aocieat Deca 
RANT, Frep, Cleethorpes, Lincs, Builder June 14 at 11 | | Paw son, Joun, Batley, a Oil Extractor Dewsb oem 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby Pet May 20 Ord May 3 ewanerY | who have made no claim. 
Hanregisoy, THomas Mriner, and Hawnxanu aie’ | Ras, cin late Coldbarbour —_ Camberwell, late £365 D. R. PATERSON, Manager and Si 
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WAUKEHNPHAST 
60, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 


Gentlemen’s Shooting and Tour Boots. 
Ladies Glace Kid Boots and Shoes, all the latest styles. 
Riding Boots of every kind, all Hand Sewn. 


WAU EEN P HAST, I.td., - 
Haymarket, §.W. 37, King William Street, London Bridge, E.C. 453, Oxford Street, Wa 











